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Tburfday , 25 thNwqnber, 1790, 

TP HE Commons affembled, agreeable to the return of the 
writs, and a number of Members being fworn by the Lord 
Steward, they attended His Majefty at the bar of the Houfe 
of Peers, where the Lord Chancellor addreffed the clerk in 
, the ufual terms, [as fpecified in the detail of the bufinefs of 
eledtin^ Speaker, in the firft volum^ of this work, and un- 
d^the~year 1780] and remarked, that His Majefty deferred 
declaring the caufes of calling this Parliament, until there 
fhould be a Speaker of the Houfe of Commons—and there¬ 
fore dire&ed them, to chule a fit perfon to be their Speaker, 
and prefent fuch perfon the next day. 

The Members being returned to their own Houfe, and the 
pleafure of HiS Majefty being fignified by Mr. Hatfell, • 

The Majler of the Rolls now role, and ohferveH, that it Maftcrof 
Was fcarcely neceffary to imprefs upon the recolle&ion of the the Roll*, 
tloufe, that, being affembled in Parliament, according to 
ancient ufagf, it Became their indifpenfable duty-immediately 

Vot.XXVIJl. ‘ 5 —io 


PARLIAMENTARY A, 1790* 

Xjp proceed to the choice of a Speaker, It was ufual for thofe 
who flood up to bring forward the.fort of motion which he 
meant to offer to the confideration of the Houfe, to enter 
into a mihute detail of the qualifications qf the perfon whoiq 
he was about to propofe to fill the vacant chair, and to pro-* 
nounce a panegyric on his merit. Had he been inclined to 
follow the example, he was perfuaded he had extenfiyg. 
field for the difplay of eulogiums upon the condircl and cha¬ 
racter of the right honourable friend he fhould propore in his| 
motion ; happily for him, however, he was prevented from 
the neceflity of taking up the time of the Houfe, W his hay¬ 
ing obferved that there was more thanjg maiyj tjf ©f Mem¬ 
bers prefent, with whom he ljad expesigjjjjjJjtlle honour of 
fitting in the laftVar iament, and who, he had not the fmalleft 
doubt, would concur with him in his declaration, that the 
right honourable Member whom he fhould name as a fit ob- 
jeft of the choice of the Houfe, was a gentleman of profound 
learning, tried abilities, and of acknowledged judgement. 
He would refrait, therefore, from,entering upon that tonic, 
the enlargemenrfof which, from what he knew of his right 
honourable friclul, could not but fcnfibly wound the delicacy 
of his feelings, jjuowever, it might afford a bare teftimonial 
of the truth, and gratify his own mind, fraught as it was 
by .thorough convitfion on the fuhject. He trufted, that 
the motion he fhould conclude with, would meet with the 
unanimous confent of all who heard him. To thofe who 
were new Members, it would be fufficient for him to re* 
miii<! them, that thfc. office of Speaker was of the higheft im¬ 
portance; that it required great ability and great ju dg ement 
to dRcharge it to the l'atisfa<tton and credit of ttef*Houfe; 
that, anfong other qualifications, it was eflentially rieceffary 
to combine that knowledge of hufinefs, that dignity of con¬ 
duct, and that fuavity of manners, which could at once com¬ 
mand re'pefr, and conciliate efteem. It had been their mis¬ 
fortune to Iofe feveral Members whofe known parliamentary 
experience made them the mofl competent judges of the im¬ 
partiality, firmnefs, and fidelity with which his right ho¬ 
nourable friend had difeharged the duties of his 
and whofe known and refpedable characters placed their 
niony beyond the reach of queftion. Thofe gentlemen had, 
in a moll public and diflinguilhed manner, afforded a recent 
proof of the rooted funfe, imprinted in their minds, of the 
correctnefs, propriety, and merit of his right honourable 
• friend’s conduct in the chair; and though he pould not call 
upon them at that moment to teflify the truth of what he faid 
in his right honourable f> iend’s favour, he would appeal to 
every individual Member prefent, who had enjoyed a feat in 
the laft Parliament, whether he was not flrictJy founded in 
0 every 
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every word which he had uttered* Confcious as he was that 
his right honourable ffiend could not be prompted, by any 
confiderations of a personal or an interefted nature to accept 
the chair, he could with the greater fatisfadtion propofe 
him, and the rather as he proposed him on the folid ground 
oTT>ublic oprfnon founded upon public experience. The 
Rafter <rf the Rolls coricluded with moving, “ That the 
** right honourable Henry Addington be appointed to fill the 
<c chair oftjiis Houre.” • 

Mr. Phhfys (Member for Somerfetfhite) rofe to fecond the Mr. 
motion, and remarked chat, after what the Houfe had heard Hiclip** 
lb ably Hated iff recommendation of his ri£ht honourable 
friend, it was far from his wifli to delay their coming to what 
he flattered himfelf would prove ail unanimous vote on the 
queftion ; but he could not refill trefpafiing fo far upon the 
patience of the Houfe, as to ftatefli&rtly a few of the reafons 
which operated forcibly upon, his mind as iri^fiflihle induce¬ 
ments to fecond and fuppoA jhe motion of hi \ right honour¬ 
able fiiend. The right honourable gentleman^named as a fit 
perfon to fill the chair, poffeffed, in an eminfc^t degree, the 
joint qualifications of the fcholar and the geiftleman. His 
extenuve learning, and his cultivated talents, furnilhed the 
fource whence flowed that urbanity of manner and firmnefs 
ofmind which enabled him to guide and meliorate the temper 
of the Houfe rather by the gentle influence of example, thari 
by the magifterial exertion of authority. # Thofe gentlemen 
who fat in the late Parliament were well # appiized of the dig¬ 
nity, mildnefs, the impartiality, and the defirable and 
fatisfadlory effedt which had the diftinguifliing cha- 
radteriftics of his right honourable friend's conduit, while he 
fat in the chair of that Houfe. He was perfuaded that his 
right honourable friend would continue to ail in thedifeharge 
of the duty of his high office in a manner meriting thehigheft 
poflible reward, the approbation of. h s own mind ; and in & 
manner which would fully juftify the Houfe In their choice. 

A general call was made upon Mr, Addington, as foon as 
Mr^Phelms fat down, when 

Mr. Addington declared that he fliould not feci himfelf in ivtr Ad- 
any degree difcliarged from the load cf obligation with which dingHw. 
he was opprefl'ed, it he had fuffered the Houfe to proceed to 
a vote upon theprefeiit qutftion, without faying a word or 
two of the deep fenfeof grateful fatisfadlion that he felt from 
the manner in wVich his friends had fuffered their regard and 
partiality to influence them in his favour, and if he were not 
to declare, that there were circumftances that rendered the 
fati’sfaciion in queftion a qualified fatisfa&icn. His.hoiiour- 
fthle friends had faid fo m uc h of his pall conduit in* that hi^I} 
office to which the late Houfe of Comuujps had elected him, v 

B % that 
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that it was neceffary for him to declare, in the ftrongeil 
terms, that while he was fenfible of the kind interpretation 
of that Houfe of Parliament, he could not lookback, with* 
out a confcioufnefs that there had been many defeds in his 
mode of endeavouring to difcharge his duty.f Scarcely on 
any occafion had he been able to a& up to his own concep¬ 
tions upon the fubjeft; and fure he was, that if Jhe could 
have fulfilled thofe conceptions, his efforts would- have fallch 
far fhort of tf\e magnitude of the objeft. The retrofpedl, 
therefore, however favourable the conftru&ion jjtlght be that 
his friends put upon it, prefented his mind rather with an 
image of unmerited fucceft, c than of aftwal attainment of 
that end, which he had no fcruple to declare he had uniformly 
made it his objcdl to reach. He well knew that the office of 
Speaker of that Houfe, was a burden which few were quali¬ 
fied to fuftain with advantage to the Public, or credit to 
themfelves. It required great abilities, folid judgement, a 
thorough knowledge of the principles of our conftitution, and 
a fincere attachment to thofe pVinciples, added to a profound 
reverence for yhe rights, rules, and privileges of that Houfe, 
upon which t| : e preservation of the conflitution fo intimately 
and immediately depended. Mr. Addington declared, that 
he was fo oppiefled by the fenfibility which the condudk of 
the Houfe in general, and the particular kindnefs of his-ho¬ 
nourable friends had infpired, that he could no longer tref- 
pafs upon the patience of the Houfe, but would fubmit him- 
felf implicitly to their judgement and difpofal, only taking 
the liberty to cautibn them, left, by adopting his^tight ho¬ 
nourable friend’s motion^the^ fhould do themfetfesinjuftice 
by an unworthy choice!^ 

There being a general cry of “ Chair! Chair!" the Matter of 
the Rolls and Mr. Phelips left their places, and led Mr. Ad¬ 
dington to the chair, with the marked and unanimous con¬ 
currence of the Houfe. 

As foon as he had reached the firft ftep, Mr. Addington 
turned round, and reminded the Houfe, that their decifion 
was not yet final, and that it was fliil in their pthrer to re* 
confider the queftion, and improve their nomination to the 
chair. Upon which, there was a general exclamation of 
“ No ! by no means.” 

Mr. Addington then took the chair, and begged leave to 
return his warmeft thanks to the Houfe for the high honour 
they had confeired on him, alluring them, <hat the manner 
in whifch it had been conferred, had enhanced its value beyond 
eftimntion. 

The Houfe adjourned.. 


^Friday, 
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Friday , 26 tb Nov. 

The Commons attended ilis Majefty at the bar of the 
Houfe of Peers; and the Speaker being approved of, he 
humbly claimed for the Houfe the ancient privileges; and, 
liys ceremony being over, His Majefty opened the feftioa 
witfcthe following mod gracious fpeech: 

My Lords and Gentlemen, 

IT is a great fatisfaftion to me to inform you , that the diffe¬ 
rences which had arifen between me and the Court of Spain j have 
happily been brought to an amitoble termination. 

I have ordered copies of the declarations exchanged between mf 
Ambajjador and the Minifter of the Catholic King, and of the 
convention which has fince been concluded, to be laid before you • 

The objefis which I have propofed to myjelf in the whole of thi§ 
tranfaitim , have been to obtftin a fuitable reparation for the aft 
of violence committed at Ntotka, and to remove the grounds of 
Jtmilar difputes in future ; as well as to fecurcfo nty Jubjelfs tho 
exercife of their navigation, commerce, and fjhfics in thojeparti 
of the world which were the fubjeft of difcufjiom 

The zeal and public fpirit manifefied by all ranks of myfubjeft r, 
and the difpojition and conduti of my allies had left me no room 

doubt of the mojl vigorous and effectual fupport ; but no event 
could have afforded me jo much fatisfaftion, as the attainment of 
the objefts which I had in view, without § any aftytal interruption 
<f the bleffings of peace. 

oV/Jv" the lafl JcJJion of Parliament, a foundation has bqn laid 
for a pac'fication between Auftfi^^nd the Porte , and lam now 
employing my mediation , in conjunction with my allies , for the 
purpofc of negiciating a definitive treaty between thofc Powers, 
and of endeavouring to put an end to the dijjentions in the Nether¬ 
lands, in whofe Jituathn I am ncajj'arily concerned,-from conji• 
derations of national intercjl, as well as from the engagements of 
treaties. 

A ffparate peace has taken place between RuJJia and Sweden , 
but the war between the former of thofe Pown s and the Porte 
Jlill continues. The principles on which I have hitherto ailed, 
will make me always dcjtrous of employing the weight and in-% 
fiucnce of this country in contributing to the t ejhration of general 
tranquillity . 

Gentlemen of the Houfe of Commons, 

I have ordered the accounts of the cxpcnces of the late arma - 
• ments, and the ejlimates for the enfuing year, to be laid before you. 

Painful os it is to me , at all times, to fee any inerteje of tbi 
public burthens , I ant perfuadedyou will agree with me in 4 hyik- 

• ihg * 
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ing that the extent of our py cparations'was dictated by a due regard 
to the ex fling circumflances, and that you will reflect with plea - 
' Jure on Jo Jlriking a proof of the advantages derived from the li~. 
tcral Jupplics gt antedJitice the lajl peace for the navalfervice . t 
rely on your zeal and public [pint to make due provijion for de¬ 
fraying the charges incurred by this armament , andfor fupporjfflg' 
the fever al branches of the public fervice on fuch a fooling as the 
gene ; alJiiuaticn of affairs may appear to require . You will at the ' 
f ame time, I amrperfuaded , fhew your determination invariably 
to perfevere in that JyJlem which has fo effectually confirmed and 
maintained the public credit of the nation . 

f 

My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

You will have obfrved with concern the interruption which has 
taken place in the ti anquillity of our Indian poJJc![ions, in confe - 
quence of the unprovoked attack on an ally of the Britijh nation . 

3 he rejpceiablc flatty however, of the fprecs under the direction of 
the Government there, and the confidence in the Britijh name , 
which the Jyfltm prefer ibed by Parliament has eflablijhed among 
the native Powerslin India, afford the mofl favourable profptd of 
bringing the conteji to a fpcedy and Jucccfsful conclufion • 

I think it ne:cffary particularly to call your attention to the flatc 
f of the province of Quebec, and to recommend it to you to confide^ 

of fuch.regulations for its government, as theprefent circumflances 
and condition of the province may appear to'requit e . 

I am jatified that lfhaU, m every oCcafion, receive the fullcfl 
proofs of your zealous and affectionate attachment, which cannot 
hut afford me peculiar fatisfathon,* after fo recent an opportunity 
if collecting the immediate fenfi of my people . 

You may be affured that I dejire nothing fo much on my part, as 
to cultivate an entire harmony and confidence between me and my 
Parliament , for the purpfe of prejerving and tranfmitting to 
poflerity the’invaluable bhffings of our free and excellent conflitu - 
tion, and of concurring with yon in every mcajure which can main¬ 
tain the advantages ofour prefent Jit nation, and promote and aug -» 
ment theprojperity and happinefs of my faithful Jubjeth . 

« 

The Commonsnow repaired to their own Houfe; and the 
• time was employed in l'wearing in Members, until they 
adjourned. 


A cor- 
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AcorreEt LIST «//|irHOUSE of COMMONS, 
fummoned to meet for their firjl Sejfion, November 25,1790. 

' SPEAKER, Right Hon. HENRY ADDINGTON. 


Abingdon y Berkjhire, 

EdwarchLoveden Loveden, Efq. 

Agmondsfham, Bucks . 
William Drake, Efq. LL.D. 
Win. Drake, jun. Efq. LL.D. 

St. Alban*s, Hertford/hire. 

Hon. Richard Bingham 
John Calvert, jun. Efq, 

Aldboroughy Suffolk. 

Lord Grey 

Hon. Thomas Grenville 
Aldborovgh, Yorkjhlrc. 

J ohn Galley Knight, Efq. 

L. Muilip. Trench Chifwell, Efq. 

^ Mover , Hants. 

ijenJ.^C^rhre^lier, Efq. 

William Fellow^ “ 

Anglefe a. 

Hon, William Paget 

• % 

Appleby, Weft more land. 

Richard Ford, Efq. 

Hon. Robert Banks Jenkinfon 

Arundel , Suffex. 

Sir George Thomas, Bart* 

Henry Howard, Efq. 

m AJhlurton, Devonjhire. 

Robert Mackreth, Efq. 

Laurence Palk, Efq. 

Aylejburv, Bucks. 

Scropp Bernard, Efq. 

Gerard Lake, Efq. 

Banbury , Oxfordshire. 

Lord North 


BarnJlapU, Devon/hire. 

John Cleveland, Efq. 

William Devaynes, Efq# % 

* Bath , City of. 

Vifcount Bayham 
VifcouqJ Weymouth 

Beaumaris, Town of. 

Sir Hugh Williams, Bart, 

► Bedforef/hire. 

The EarJ of Upper Gflory 
Hon. St Andrew St, John 

Bedford, Town of. 

William Colhoun, Efq. 

Samuel Whitbread, jun. Elq. 

Bedwin , Wilt*. 

Lord Down 

Beeraljlon , Devonjhiro* 

^tohn^Mittord, Efq. 

Sir George Beaumont, hart, 

Berkjhire. 

George Vanfittart, Efq. 
W’inchcomb Henry Hartley, Efq. 

Berwick, Northumberland. 

Hon. John Vaughan 
Hon. Charles Carpenter 

Bevetlev, YorJJhire • 

. Sir James Penny man, Bart. 

John Wharton, Efq. • 

Bewdley , Worcefterjhirt . 

Hon. Geo. Fulke Lyttleton 
Bifhop's Cafile, Shtofjhire . 

William Clive, Efq. 

Hanry Strachcy, Efq. 
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Blnkingly, Surry. 

Sir Robert Clayton* Bart. 

Philip Francis, Efq. 

Bodmvn, Cornwall. 

Sir John Morfhead, Bart. 

Roger Wilbraham, Efq. 

Bnroughbridgf, York/hire. 

Sr Richard Sutton, Baft. 
Maurice Rehinfon, Efq. 

Bojfmy, Cornwall ., 

Hon. James Stuart 
Humphry Minchin, Efq. 

Bofton , Lincoln/hire. 

Sr Peter Burrell, Bart. 

Thomas Fydell, Efq. * 

Bracklej, Horlbamptorrfhire. 

John Wm. Egerton, Efq. 

Samuel Haynes, Efq. r 

Br-amber, Sujfex. 

Sr Henry Gough Calthorpe, 
B art. 

Thomas Coxhead, Efq. ¥ 
Brecon, County of. * 

Sir Charles (jould, Knt. | 

Brecon, Town of. j 

Charles Gould, Efq. 

Bridgnorth? Shropjhirt. 

Thomas Whitmore, Efq. 

Jfaac Hawk. Browne, Efq. LL D. 
and F.R.S. 

Bridgewater , Somerfrtjhire. 

Hon* V ere Poulett 
4 John Langilon, Efq. 

Bridport , Dorfei/lire. 

Chillis Sturt, Efq. 

^ames Wat foil, * Efq. LL.D. and 
* F.R.S. 

Brifol , City of 
M#rquli jif.VVGrceflci- 
y Lofd S&effield , 
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ire 

Rt. hon. Wm. Wynd. Grenville 
Earl Verney 

Buckingham , Town of. 

Rt. hon. James Grenville 
George Nugent, Efq. 

Callington > Cornwall. 

John Call, Efq. 

Paul Orchard, Efq. 

Caine * Wiltjhire. 

Jofeph Jekyll, Efq. 

John Morris, Efq. 

Cambridge/hire • 

James Warwood Adeane, Efq. 
Chacles Yorke, Efq. 

* Cambridge Univerjity. 

Rt. hon William Pitt 
1 he Earl of Eufton 

Cambridge , Town of. 

Francis Dickons, Efq. t 
Hon Edward Finch*' 

Camclfurd , Cornwall. 

James Macpherfon, Efq. 

Sire Samuel Hannay, Barr. 

Canterbury , City of. 

George Gipps, Efq. 

Sir John Honey wood, Bart. 

Cardiff , Town of. 

Hon. John Stuart 

Cardigan/hire , 

The Earl of Lilburne 

Cardigan , Town of 
John Campbell, Efq. 

Carlijle, City of 

James Clarke Satterthwait& Efq, 
Edward Knubley, Efq. 

Carmarthenjhire. 

Hon. George Talbot Rice. 


Carmar < 
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Carmarthen , tow# ©/*. 
John George Philipps, Efq. 

’ Carnarvonshire. 
Robert Williams, Efq. 


Carnarvon, town of. 


^.ord Paget 

Cafile Rijing, Norfolk. 
Charles Boone, Efq 
Henry Drummond,jun. Efq. 

Chejkire . 


John Crewe, Efq. 

Sir R. Salulbury Cotton, Bart. 


Chefier , r/Vy «?/*. 

Thomas Grofvenor, Efq. # • 
Vifcount Belgrave • 


Chickejier , city of. 


Thomas Steele, Efq. 

George White Thomas, Efq. 



tnham, Wilts. 

_Efq,. 

George Fludyer, v E?q. 


Chriftchurch, Hampjhire . 
Hans Sloanp, Efq. 

George Rofe, Efq. 

Cirencefier, Glouccfierjhirc , 

Lord Apfley 
Richaid \jafter, Efq, 


C7/M ro<r, Lancashire. 

Sir John Aubrey, Bt. LL.D. 
Penn Afheton Curzon, Efq. 

Cocker mouth, Cumberland 
John Anftruther, Efq. 

John Baynes Garforth, Efq. 

Colchcjlcr, E(fex. 

Robert Thornton, Efq. 
George Jackfoti, Efq. 

. Corff Cajlle , DosfeShire. 
John Bond, jun. Efq. 
Henry Bankes, Efq. 

Vol. XXVIII. 


Cornwall , county of. 

Sir William Lemon, Bart. 

Francis Gregor, Efq. 

Coventry , Warwickshire. 

Lord Eardley 

John Wilmot, Efq. F. R. S. 

Cricklade, Witt/hire. % 

John Walker Heneage, Efq. 
Thomas Eftcourt, Efq. 

• Cumberland. 

Sir Henry Fletcher, Bart. 
Humphry Senhoufe, Efq. 

• Dartmouth , Devonshire. 

Edmund Jlaftard, Efq. 

Rt. hon. John Charles Villiers 

Denbighshire. 

Robert Wykin Wynne, Efq. 

Denbigh , town of. 

Richard Middleton, jun. Efq.* 
Derbyftire. 

N Lord£L Cavendifh 

Miller Mundy, Efq. 

Derby , town%f . 

Lord Geo. Auguft. Henry Caven- 
dilh 

Edward Coke, Efq. 

Devizes, Wiltjhire. 

* Rt. hon. Henry Addington 
Joftiua Smith, Efq. 

Devonshire. 

John Rollc, Efq. 

John Pollexfen Baftard, Ffq? 

DorfetShire. 

Francis John Browne, Efq # 
William Morton.Pitt, Efq. 

Dorchejlcr, Dorf: Share. 

• Hon. George Darner 

Francis Fane, • Efq. * ^ 

C* Dover, 
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Dover, Kent . 

JohnTrevanion, Efq 


Charles Small Pybus, Efq. 

Downton , Wil\Jhtre . 

Hon. Bartholomew Bouverie 
Sir William Scott, Knt. 

£roytwich, Worccfierjfiire . 

Hon. Andrew Foley 
Edward Winnington, Efq. 

Dun with, Suffolk! 

B^rne Barne, Efq. 

Jolhua Vanneck, Efq. 

Durham , county off 

Rowland Burdqn, Efq. t 
Ralph Milbanke, Efq. 

Durham, city off 
John Teropeft, Efq. r 
. William Henry Lambton, Efq. 

t Eafi Loot, Cornwall. 

Hon. William Wefley Pole 
^Robert Wood, Efq. 

St. Edmondjbury, Suffolk! . 

Sir Charles Pavers, Bart. 

Lord Charles Fitzroy 

• Effex, county of. 

Thomas Berney Bramfton, Efq. 
John Bullock, Efq. 

Eve/Zam, WorcefierJhir(. 

- Sir John Rufhout, Bart, 

Thomas Thompfon, Efq. 

Exeter, city of. 

Johtr Baring, Efq. 

James Buller, Efq. 

Eye, Suffolk . 

Jlichafd Burton Phillipfon, Efq. 
non. William Cornwallis 

Flint/hire. m 

" Sir Roger Moftyn, Bart. 

^ m **** ^Flint, town off 

Watkin Williams, Efq* 


A. ijqo, 

Fowey, Cornwall. 

Lord Shuldham 

Sir Ralph Payne, K. B. 

By another Indenture. 

Vifcount Valletott **** 

Philip Ralhleigh, Efq. ^ 

Cation, Surrey. ’ 

John Nefbitt, Efq. 

William Currie, Efq. 

# St. Germains, Cornwall. 

Marquis of Lome 
Hon. Edward James Eliot 


Thomas Wyndham, Efq, 

Gloucejlerjhire. 

Hon. George Cranfield Berkeley 
Thopias Matter, Efq. 

Gl-uccfter, city of. 

John Webb, Efq. „ ^ 

John Pitt, Efq, / "‘™ ^ 

Grampound^ Cornwall. 
Thomas Wallace, Efq. 

Jewmiah Crutchley, Efq, 

Grantham, Lincolnjhire. 

Francis Cockayne Cuft, Efq. 
George Sutton, Efq. 

Great Grimjky, Lincoln fire. 

John Harrifon, Efq. 

Dudley North, Efq. 

Eafi Grin fie ad, Sufi ex. * 
Nathaniel Dance, Efq. 

William Nifbet, Efq. 

Guildford, Surrey • 

Hon. Thomas Opflow 
George Sumner, Efq. 

Hampshire* 

Sir William He^thcote, Bart, 
William Chut$, ETq. 

Bar- 
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Harwich, Efex. # 

J ohn Robinfon, Efq. LL.D, 
light hon. Thomas Orde 

^ Hajlemere, Surrey. 

Wm. Gerard Hamilton 
•James Lowther, Efq. 

Haflihgs, Suffex. 

John Stanley, Efq. 

Rt. hon. Sir Ri P. Arden, K^t. 

Haverford-WeJ f, Fembrokejhire. 
Lord Kenfington 

Heljlon, Cornwall. 

Sir Gilbert Elliot, Bart. 

Stephen Lufliington, Efq* * 

By another Indenture. 

James Bland Burges, Efq. 
Charles Abbot, Efq. 

^., Hcrtford/hhei 

rogfaf ki *.^Thomas Harley 
Sir George R*. 

Hereford, city of 

John Scudamore, Efq. 

James Walwyn, Efq. 

Hertford/hire. 

W. Plumer, Efq. 

William Baker, Efq. 

Hertford , town of* 

John Calvert, Efq. 

Nathaniel Dimfdale, Efq. 

• Hcyfan* Yorkjh 're. 

Lionel Darell, Efq. 

Beilby Thomfon, Efq. 

Heytejbury, Wilts . 

Wm. Pierce AJhe A’Court, Efq. 
Lord Auckland 

Higham Ferrers , Northampton/hire. 

Vifcount Duncannon- i 

. 

Hindon , Wilts\ 

William Beckford, Efq. 

Jdihes Adams, Efq* LL.D. 


A t E & • 

Honttortf Devonfhire. 

Rt. hon* Sir George Yonge, Bt. 
George Templer, Efq. 

Horjkam, Suffex* 

Timothy Shelly, Efq. 

Wilfon Bradyll, Efq. 

• Huntingdon/hire. 

Earl Ludlow 
Vifcount Hinchinbroke 

Huntingdon, town of. 

John Willett Payne, Efq. * 
Hon. John George Montague 

Hythe, Kent. 

Sir Cha! Farnaby Radcliffe, Bt. 
William Evelyn, Efq. 

Ilchejler , Somerfet/hirC. 

John Halcourt* Efq. 

Samuel Long, Efq. 

Ipfwicb , Suffolk. 1 

Charles Alexander Crickettj Efd. 
Sir John Hadley D’Oyley, Bt* * 

' St. Ives , Cornwall • 

William Praed, Ef<}. 

William Mills, Efq. 

Kent. 

Filmer Honeywood, Efq. ^ 

Sir Edward Knatchbull, Bart. 

King's Lynn, Norfolk. 

Hon. Horatio Walpole 
Sir Martin Browne Folkes, Bart. 
F.R.S. 

Kingfton upon Hull, Yorkjhiyt. 
Samuel Thornton, Efq. 

The Earl of Burford 

Knarefborough, Yorkjkht . 

Vifcount Duncannon J 

James Hare, Efq. 

Lc.r\cajhire * 


Thomas Stahley, Efq- 
John Blackburne, Efq. ’ 
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Lancajler , town of. 

Sir George Warren, K. B. 

John Dent, Efq. 

Launcefion, Cornwall. 

Hon, John Rodney 
Sir Henry Clinton, K. B. 

Leiceflgrjhire • ' 

William Pochin, Efq. 

Sir Thomas Cave, Bart. 

1 

Leicefier, town of 

Tfiomas Boothby Parkyns, Efq. 
Samuel Smith, Efq. 

Leominfier , Herefordjhire. 
ohn Hunter, Efq. 
ohn Sawyer, Efq. , 

Lejkeard, Cornwall • 

Hon. Edward James ECiot 
Hon. John Eliot 

1 LffiuuithhU Cornwall . 

Vifcount Valletort 
# fi -ginald Pole Carew, Efq. LL.D. 

Lewes, Suffex. ' , ’ 

Hon. HenryTPelhain 
Thomas Kemp, Efq. 

' Lincolrjhire . 

( Charles Anderfon Pelham, Efq. 
Sir John Thorold, Bart. 

Line obi 1 city of 

John Fenton Cawthorne, Efq. 
Right hon. Robert Hobart 

Litchfield, city of 

t Thoifias Gilbert, Efq. 

Thomas Anfon, Efq. 


Liverpool, Lancajhirc. 



London. 
William Curtis', Efq, 
.Bro ok W a^fbn. Efq. 

Sir Watkin Lewes, Knt. 
John Sawbridge, Efq. 


% Ludlow, Shropshire. 

Lord Clive 

Richard Payne Knight, Efq. 

Luggerjhall, Wiltjhire. ^ , 
George Aug. Selwyn, Efef. 

Hon. William Aflietori Harbord 

Lyme Regis, Dorfetjhire. 

Hon. Henry Fane 
Hcjn. Thomas Fane 

Lymi rig ton, Hants. 

Harry Burrard, Efq. 

Harry Burrard, Efq. 

Maidfione, Kent. 

Clement Taylor, Efq. 

Matthew Bloxam, Efq. 

Malden , EJfex. 

Jofeph Holden Strutt, Efq. 
Charles Callis Wellcrn, EjGj^ 

$ ‘ 

Malm/bury, ,**•***' 

Paul 

benjamin Bond Hopkins, Efcj, 

Malton, Yorkjhire. 

Right hon. Edmund Burke 
William Weddell, Efq. 

Marlborough , WVts. 

The Earl of Courtown 
Hon. Thoma9 Bruce 

Marlow, Bucks. 

Thoma9 Williams, Efq. 

William Lee Antonie, Efq. * 

St. Mavfis, Cornwall. 

Sir William Young, Bart. 

John Graves Sitncoe, Efq. 

St. Michael, Cornwall. 

David Howell, Efq. 

Chriftopher Hawkins, Efq. 

Merionethshire. 

Evan Lloyd Vaughan, Efq. 

Mid- 
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Hon. Percy Charles Wyndham 
Hon. Charles Win. Wyndham 

» Middlefex. 

Willia'tS'Mainwaring, Efq. 
George Byng, Efq. 

Melbourne-Port, Scmerfetjhi e. 
Lord Muncafter 
Wm. Coles Medlycott, Efq. • 

Mine heady Somerfct/hire. 

T. Fownes Luttrell, Efq. LL.D. 
v ifeount Parker 

Monmouthfhire. 

John Morgan, Efq. * „ 
James Rooke, Efq. 

Monmouth , town of. 

Marquis of Worceiter 

■ MontgomeryJhire. 

WuTiain 0 \fcn, Efq. 

Montgomery , trion of 

Whitfhed Keene, Efq. 

Morpeth^ Northumberland . 

Sir James St. Clair Erfkine, Bart. 
Francis Gregg, Efq. 

Newark^ Notlinghamjhire. 

John Manners Sutton, Efq. 
William Crofbie, Efq. ' 

NezvcaJUe under Line , Staff ordjhire. 

Si ^Archibald Macdonald, Knt. 
Hon. John Levefon Gower 

Newcaftle upon Tyne, Nortf umber land. 
Sir Matthew White Ridley, Bt. 
Charles Brandling, Efq. 

Newport) Cornwall . 

Vifeount Fielding 
Charles Rainsford, Efq. 

Newport , Hants. 

Vifcount Palmerfton 
Vifcount Melbourne 


Newton 9 Lancashire* 

Thomas Peter Legh, Efq. 

Thomas Brooke, Efq. 

Newton, Hants • 

John Barrington, Efq. 

Rt. hon. Sir Rich. Worflej^ Bart. 

Norfolk • 

Sir John Wodehoufe, Bart. 
Thoma%Wm. Coke, Efq. 

Northallerton, Yorhjhire. ^ 

Henry Peirfe, Efq. 

% Edward Lafcelles, Efq. 

NorthamMoiifkirc . 

% 

Thomas Powys, Efq. 

Francis Dickons, Elq. 

Northampton, town of. 

Lord Compton 
Hon. Edward Bouverie 

Northumberland. 

Sir Wm. Middleton, Bart. * 
w Chaales Grey, Efq. 

Norwich, city of. 

Right hon. William Wyndham 1 
Hon. Henry Hobart 

Not tirghamfhi re. 

Ld. Edw. C. Cavendifli Bentincir^ 
Charles Pierrepont, Efq. 

Nottingham, town of. 

Robert Smith, Efq. 

Daniel Parker Coke, Efq. 

Qakhamptony Devorjhire. > 

John St. Leger, Efq. 

Robert Ladbroke, Efq. 

By another Indenture? 

John William Anderfon, Efq. 
JohnTownfon, Efq. 

Orford, Suffolk . 

Vifcount Beauchamp 
Hon. Wm. Seymour Conway 

Oxford - 
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Cxford/hire, 

Vifcount Wen man 
The Marquis of Blandfori 

Oxford, city of \ 

Francis Burton, Efq. 

Hod. peregrine Bertie 

Oxford\ Umverfity of. 

Sir William Dolben, Bart. LL.D. 
Francis Page, Efq. LL,D. 

# ^ Pembrokzflin e. 

Lord Milford 

Pembroke, town of. 

Hugh Barlow, Efq. 

Pentyn, Cornwall . 

Sir Francis Bailer, Bart. 

Richaid Glover, Efq. LL*D. 

1 

Peterborough , city of, 

Hpn. Lionel Darner 
Richard Benycn, E r q* 

O Pete* field, Hants . 

William JolliHe, Efq. - 

Hon* G. Nqjrtli 

Ply mouthy Devonjhire . 

Alan Gardner, Efq. 

Sir b red. Lemon Rogers, Bart* 

> Plympton , Devoffhne* 

Philip Metcalf, Efq. 

Pontcf aft, Yorljhire, 

John Smyth, Efq. 

William Sotherton, jun. Efq. 

1 ^ Poole, Dorfetjhire. 

Benjamin Lefter, Efq* 

Hon. Charles Stuart 

1 Portfmouth f Hants 

SirHariy Fetherflonhaugli, Bt. 
Hon* Thomas Erikine 

Ptfr/Ion, Lancajhtre. 
SirHenry Hoghton, Bart* # 
Right hon. jo!m Burgoyne 


Queenfbarough , Kent . 

Gibbs Crawfurd, Efq. 

Richard Hopkins, Efq. 

Radnor, county of* ^ 

Thomas Johnes, Efq* ^ 

Hew Radnor . 

David Murray, Efq. 

( Reading f Berkjhire . 

Francis Annefley, Efq. 

Richard Aldworth Neville, Efq* 

Baft Retford, Notts . 

Earl of Lincoln 
Sir Jojin Ingilby, Bart. 

Richmond, York/hire • 

The Earl of Inchiqum, K. P. 
Lawrence Dundas, Efq* 

Rtpon, Yorljhire . 

William Laurence, 

Sir Geo rge Allanf o r . Winn, Bart* 

** Rotjiffier, Kent . 

George Belt, Efq. 

Rich. Bickerton, Bart* 

New Romneyy Kent • 



Sir Elijah tmpey, Knt. 

Rutlandjhire * 

Gerard Noel Edwaids, Efq. 

John Heathcote, Efq. 

i?/** Sujfex* 

Charles Long, Elq 
Hon* Rob. Banks Jenkinfou 

Ryegate, Surrey . 

Hon. John Summers Cocks 
Jofeph Sydney Yorke, Efq* 

Salop 9 or Shropfhire, 

Sir Richard Hill, Bart* 

John Kynnafton, Efq* 

Sahd/h, 
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Saltojh, Cornwall, 
Edward Bearcroft, Efq. 
Vifcount Garlics 

Sandwich, Kent, 

I^itlrp Stephens, Efq. F.R. S. 
Jjir Horace Mann, Bart. 

NewSarum, Wilts, 

William Hufley, Efq. 

Hon. Wip, Henry Bouverie 

OldSarvm , {P>7/£. 
George Hardinge, Efq. 

John Sullivan, Efq. 

Scarborough , Yorff/hirc, 

The Earl of Tyrconnel * 
Hon. Henry Phipps 

Sraford , Sujft'x. 

John Sargent, jun. Efq. 
Riphprd Paul Jodrell, Efq. 

*nujiejbury , Dorfetjkire, 
Charles Duncombe, juu, Ely 
William Grant, Efq. 

Shorfham, Suffex • ^ 

Sir Harry Goring, Bart. 

John Aldridge, Efq. 

’V 

Shrewsbury, 

William Pulteney, Efq. 

John Hill* Efq. 

Somerjetjhire . 

Sir John Trevelyan, Bart. 
EdfWard Rhelips, jun. Efq. 

Southampton , 0/. 

James Amyatt, Efq. 

Henry Martin, Efq. 

South : eari, boroug k of, 

Henry Thornton. Efq 
Paul Le Mefurier, Efq. 

Stafford/hire. 

Earl Gower 

Sir Edward Littleton, Bart. 


<s 

Stafford, town of . 

Hon. Edward Monckton 
Richard Brinfley Sheridan, Efq, 

Stamford, Lincolnshire . 

Sir George Howard, K.B. LL.D, 
Earl Carysfort 

Steyning, Sujfltx, e 

James Martin Lloyd, Efq, 

Henry Howard, Efq. 

Stick bridge, Hampshire « 

John Cator, Efq, 

John Scott, Efq. 

i Sudbury , Sjtffolk. 

T. Cham. Crefpigny, Efq. LL.D, 
John Cox Hippiiley, Efq. LL,D. 

Suffolk. 

Sir John Rous, Bart. . 

Sir T. Chlrles Bunhury, Bart. 

Surrey . % 

Lord William Ruflel 
Hon. Wm. Clement Finch 

f Sitjprx . 

Right hon. Thoinas^elham 
Charles Lenox, Efq. 

Tamworlh, Staffordshire • 

John Courtenay, Efq. 

Robert Peel, Efq. 

Tavijlock, Devonshire. 

Right hon. Richard Fitzpatrick 
Hon. Charles Wyndham 

Taunton, SomcrfetAire . 
Alexander Popham, fcfq. 

Sir Benjamin Hammet, Knt. 

Ttwkfjbitry, GloucefterShire, 

Sir William Codrington, Bart. 
James Martin, Efq. 

Thetford, Norf Ik. t 
Robert John Buxton. Efq. 

Jofeph Kandyll >Burqb. s Efq. 

* **>>, 


debates. 
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Yhirfke, Yorkjkirc. 

Sir Gregory Page Turner, Bart. 
Robert Vyner, Efq. 

Tiverton, Devo?iflire t 

Sir John Duntze, Bart. ^ 

Right hon. Dudley Ryder 

< Totnefs, Drvonjhire* 

William Powlett Powlett, Efq. 
Francis Duller Yarde, Efq. 

tregony. Cornwall* 

J<? hn S:ephenfon, Elq. 

Matthew Montagu, Efq. 

Truro, Cornwall. , 

W. Aug. Spencer Bofcawen. Efq. 
James Gordon, jun. Efq, 

Wallingford, Bedjh'ne. 

Sir Francis Sykes, Bart. 

Nathaniel Wm. YV rax all, Efq. 

^ Warvham f Dorfetjhhe . 

Lord Robert. Spencer 
c Richard Smith, Efq. 

Wat wickjhire • _ 

Sir Robert I^awley, Bart. 

Sir George Aug Wm. Shuck- 
burgh, Bart. F. R. S. 

Warwick, town of * 

/-Lord Arden 
Henry Gage, Efq. 

Wells, city of. 

Clement Tudway, Efq. 

Henry Berkeley Portman, Efq. 

t Wendover , Bucks* 

# Tohn Barker Church, Efq. 

Jion« Hugh Seymour Conway 

^ Wen lock, Shropjhi) e. 

Sir Henry Bridgcman, Bt. LL.D. 
Cecil Forefcer, Efq. 

Wt.c / [y , Ha efurdjhi re. 

Sir Knt. 

fr : $iiCcunt Weymouth r 
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Wejlbury y Wiltfhire. 

Samuel Eftwick, Efq. LL.D. 
Ewan Law, Efq. 

Weft Looe , Cornwall . 

Sir Ji hn Wm. De la Pole,JRart. 
John Pardoe, Efq. 

Weftminfter , city 'of. 

Right hon. Charles James Fox 
Lord Hood 

* W eftmordand. 

Sir Michael le Fleming, Bart. 
James Lowther, Efq. 

Weymouth and Melcomhe Regis • 

St James Murray, Bart. 

Richard Bempte Johnfon, Efq. 
Andrew Stuart, Efq. 

Thomas Jones, Efq. 

Whitchurch, Hampjhire. 

Vifcount Middleton 

Hon. John Thomas T unirffag nct 

'~~~*^JPrgan, Lance*Jh ; re. 

* John Cotes, Efq. 

Orjlando Bridgeman, Efq. 

' ‘ Wilton , Wiltfhire . 

Lord Herbert 
Vifcount Fitzwilliam 

Wiltfhire. 

' Ambrofe Goddard, Efq. 

Sir James Tylney Long, Bart. 

Winchelfea, Sujfcx. % 
Vifcount Bernard 
Richard Barwell, Efq. 

Winchefter, city of. 

Henry Pentun, Efq. 

Richaid Gamon, Efq. 

Windjoi'i Berk/hire . 

# Penyflon Portlock Powney, Efq. 
The Earl of Mornfngtoiv 


Wood • 
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Woodfloch) Oxfordjhirc. 

Sir Henry Watkin Daftiwood, Bt. 
Lord Henry John Spencer 

4 Worcejierjhirt. 

Hon. Edward Foley 
•William Lygon, Efq* 

Worcejler , city of* 

Edmund Wigley, Efc|. 

Edmund Lechmere, jun. Efc^ 

Wootton - Bajfetl, IViltJkire. 
Vifcount Downe 
John Thomas Stanley, Efq. 

Chipping' IVycombf , Buckinghamjhire. 
Earl Wycombe • 


A T E 5. 

Sir John Jervis, K. B. 

Yarmouth, Norfolk. 

Henry Beaufoy, Efq. F.R.S. 
Rt. hon. Charles Townihend 

Yarmouth , Hampjhire* 
Edward Rulhworth, Efy 
T. Clarke Jervoife, Efq* 

York/hire. 

HenryidDuncombe, Efq. 

Win. Wilber force, Efq* 

York, city of, 

Richard Slater Milnes, Efq. 
Sir Win, Mordaunt Milner* Bt* 

m * 



SCOTLAND., 


Alfirdrenjhtrc, 

James Fergufon, Efq. 

• AirJI/ire. 

Sir Adain FergufTon, Bart. 


Edinburghjhtre* 

Dundas, Efq. 
Elgirrjhlre, 

Lewis Alex. Grant, jun. Efq* 


Argylljhtrc . 

Right hon. Lord Fred. Campbell 
Eamffjhirc . • * 

Sir James Grant, Bart. 

Beriuickjhivc, 

Patrick Home, Efq. 

County of Caithnefsk 

Sir John Sinclair, LL.D* Bt. 

County of Cromarty . 

Duncan Davidfon, Efq. 

Dumbartonjhirc . 

Sir Arch. Edmonftone, Batt. 
t>umfrieijhira 

Sir Robert Laurie, Baronet 
VOL, XXVill. 


Fiffjhire . 

William Wemys, Efq* 

Forfarjhirtt 

David Scott, Efq. 

Haddingtonjh ire . 

John Hamilton, Efq* 

InnjernefJhire. 

Norman Macleod, Efq* 


K in cyrdinfjhire, ^ 
Robert Barclay, Efq. 

Kinrofjhire* 
George Grahapa? Efq. 
v Kirkcudbright Sfryartry* 
Alexander Stewart, Efq.** 


Lanerk - 
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LanerkJ/i'tre. 

Sir James Steuart, Bt. 

Linlithgowfhire, 

Hon. John Hope 

Orkney and Zetlandjhire. 

John Balfour, Efq. 

Peeblefhire. 

William Montgomery, Efq. 

Perthjhire . 

Homjames Murray 

Renfrewjhire, 

John Shaw Stuart, Efq. 

1 

R O YiA L 


Rofs/hire, 

William Adam, Efq. 

Roxburghjhire, 

Sir George Douglas, Bart. 

Selkit kflare . 

Mark Pringle, Efq. 

Stirling/hire, 

Sir Thomas Dundas, Bart. 

c 

Sutherland/hire • 

James Grant, Efq. 

< Wigtownjhire, 

Andrew M'Dowall, Efq. 

f 

B O R O' U G H S. 


Edinburgh city , ^ 

Right hon. Henry Dundas 

*Iain, f)ingwalt y Dornoch, Wick, 
Kirjtwall, 

Si** Charles Rofe, Bart. 

QFcrirofe, Invernefs, Nairn, and Fr^yri 

Sir Hedlor Monro, K. B. 


Elgin, Bamff, Cullen , Kintore, and In- 
. ve^rourie. 


Stirling , 7 nnerkthen, Dumfarmlin,Queens- 
ferry, and L ulrofs, 

Sir Arch. Campbell, K. B. 


Ghfgovv, Dumbarton, Renfrew, and 
Ruthlergen, 

William Macdowall, Efq. 


7 cdly/gh. Haddington, Dunbar, North 
Ber wick, and Lauder, 

lion. Thomas Maitland 


Alexander Brodie, Efq. 

Aberdeen, Aberbrothock, Montrofe, Bre¬ 
chin , and Inverbervie. 

Alexander Callander, Efq. 

Perth, Dundas , «S7. Andrews, Forfar, 
and Cupar, 

George^urray, Elq. . 

»# 

Anftruther Baft and Weft , Vitlenween, 
Craill, and Kiirenny . 

Sir John Anftruthei> Bart. 

Dyfi.il, Kirkaldy, trmiijland, and 
King horn. 

lion. Charles Hope. 


Peebles , Lancrk, Linlithgow, and Selkirk . 

Wijliam Grieve, Efq. 

Dumfries , Sanquhar, Kirkcudbright, 
Lochmuben, and Annan • 

Patrick Miller, jun. Efq.. * 

Wigtown, Whitehaven , Mew Galloway, 
and Stranraer . 

Nefbitt Balfour, Efq. 

jfyjr, Irvine, Ruthfay * Inverary, and 
Cambletown, 

Hon. Charles Stuart. 


Saturday, 
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The whole of thefedavs were employed in adminiftering 
the ufual oaths to fucli Members as had not before qualified 
^ thcmfelvcs. 

• Tue/day, 30 th November. 

A converfation took place between Mr. Biyke, the Speaker, 9 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, relative to the profecu- 
tion of the trial of Governor Haftings; the refult of which 
was, a coincident opinion thgt this important bufmefs might 
fuffer as much by being brought too precipitately forward, as 
by unneceffary delay; and that it would become requifite for 
the Houfe, upon the motion of fome Member, to fix upon 
an early future day for the confidgration of the fubjedh 

The Speaker produced a copy of the King’s fpeech, and 
having diftindtly read it from the chair, * 

Mr, Ma'nwaring rofe, and obferved that, as ? reprefenta- Mr. 
tiveof a large and refpe&able county, moll materially inte- Mainwar- 
refled in the trade and co-nmerce of Great Britain, he could ing. 

•not avoid congratulating that Houfe, in the iflime of his con- 
ftituents and the country at large, on the continuance of 
ppace, and declaring tliat he thought the manner in which 
the late negociaticn with the Court of Spain had terminated, 
reflefted great honour on His Majefty’s Minillers, to whofe 
wifdom and vigor it was to be imputed. • Peace was fo obvi- 
oufly the policy of this country, a polity dictated by the 
foundeft prudence, that, in !.is opinion, nothing but the 
moft cogent and irrefiftihle neceffity ought to be admitted as 
a juftification of our going to war. He lud. therefore, al¬ 
ways confidercd a war as never to be entered into for the 
fake of the ambitious defire of conqueft of territory, or the 
extent of dominion, and that the fleets and aimies of this 
country were not kept up for thepurpofe of war, hut for the 
proteflion of our trade and commerce, and for the prefer- 
vation of the national honour. He prot< fled that he would 
pfk have>ftood up to make that morion with which helhould 
have the honour to conclude, and which, he trufted, would 
meet with unanimous fupport, if he had not been convinced 
that the convention was fraught with many of the moft 
happy confequences to Great Britain. That, lie believed, 
was not the fit day for going into the detail of tile circum* * 
fiances under which^the negotiation Jiad been conduced, 
becaufe it would not piove quite parliamentary to allude pre¬ 
maturely to thofe matters, authentic •ftatements of which 
were not yet upon the table, but he law ample leafon to give 
praife to His Majefty # s Minillers \>r having brought th<t ( , 
treaty to luch a happy termination^ indeed, in order to 

D~2 evineft 
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evince the advantages of peace, they had only to look back 
for a few years, and compare the prefent prosperous /late of 
the country, the extenfivenefs of our commerce, and our 
llill increafing trade, with the fituation in which we flood at 
the end of the lafl ruinous and unpopular war. Compelled 
as we had been to arm, in order to feek reparation for the 
, infult offered to the Britifh flag, and to obtain fatisfaflion 
for the violence* and outrage committed at Nootka, we had 
the good fortune to perceive one of the mofl powerful fleets 
this country had ever equipped, adtually at fea in little 
more than five ninths. SucWa&ivity and difpatch merited 
acknowledgement; arid as His Majefty had been gracioufly 
pleafed to affure them that his objedt, in the whole of the 
negociation, had been to obtain reparation for the violence 
committed at Nootka, anil to remove the ground for fimilar 
difputes in futur/;, as well as tp fecure to his fuhjcdls the 
exercife of their navigation, comnlerce, and fifheries in thofe 
parts of tlie'world, he truffed that no gentleman would think 
of imputing blame to Miniflers for the expence of the arma¬ 
ment, fince nqrt only the importance of the objedl required 
it, but the having fent out fo large and powerful a fleet in fo 
Ihort a time, would tend materially to lecure to us the con¬ 
tinuance of peace, by deterring any other Power tiom infult- 
ing us: a circumftance that would alio be farther conducive 
to the fame ufeful purpofe, was the zealous difpofition and 
condudt manifeftgi.OiH the occafion by His Majefly’s allies, 
Mr. JVlainwaring, in concluiiojar, moved, 

7 hat His Majefty s mft dutfftd and loyal fubjefti, the Com¬ 
mons of Gnat Britain , in Parliament affembled , leg leave to 
return His Majefty their humble and hearty thanks , for his mft 
gracious fpcech from the throne . 

That they cannot omit taking the jirjl opportunity to offer to 
His Majejiy their fencer c condolence on the lofts which his Majefty 
hasftiftained, by ‘U untimely}death of his Royal bi other, the late 
Duke of Cu rn be * land. 

That it afcrcls them the great ft fat isfa ft ion that the dffa n\ r es 
which had art fen between His Majefty and the Court nf Spain, 
have happily hen brought to an amicable termination \ and that 
they are grateful for Ht> Majefty s g jodnrf : in having ordered co- 
ies of the Declaration exchanged between His Majefty s Ambafta- 
. dor and tkgftfniiftcr of the Catb lie King, and of the Convention 
which has fince been concluded, to be laid bcjorc them . 

That no'hing can rtiorc evince His Majefty s moderation , w'ft 
dom, and jnftice, than fits having been plea fed to dir eft Us atten¬ 
tion, in the whole of this tranf: ft ion, to the of efts of obtaining a 
Jnitable reparation for thf aft of viohnpe commuted at Nootka, 
***and (f removing the grinds of fimilar difputes in future, as well 
as of feeuring to his jubjefts the exercife of their navigation, com¬ 
merce , 
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merce, andfifhcrics, /« thofc parts of the world which were the 
fubjetf of the difcujpon . 

Thai it gives them the great efl plea jure to be informed ,, /for 
the dijpojition and condutl of His Mojcjlys allies concurred with 
tjoe zeal and public fpjrit fo naturally manifejlcd by all ranks of 
his fubjctls, in injuring to His Majtfiy ihcmrfl vigorous andcj~ 
''feftual jupport: and that thy ate, at thejamc time, fully fcnjible 
that no event could have been Jo fatisfufhry as 4>e attainment of 
the objefis which His Majcfiy had in view, without any actual 
interruption of the blcjfings of peace. 

That they arc happy to Icar n, that a foundation has betn laid for 
a pacification between slujiria and the Porte, and that His Mu¬ 
ff fly has employed his mediation , in conjunction with his allies, Jor 
the purpojc vj negotiating a definitive treaty between thofe Powers, 
and of endeavouring to put an end to the dijfentions in the Nether- 
lanch ; and that theyfhall, at all times, rejoice hifeeing the weight 
and influence of this count) ydire tied to the wife and bencvgUnt 
object of contributing to the refior ation of general tranquillity . 

That his faithful Commons are deeply fcnjible of lJts A'/ajefry s 
patir rial goodmjs to his people, wh'u h leads ILs Af^jejiy to regret 
any oecijh.i oj hicieajir.g the public burthens: that they arc fully 
aware of the policy i.nd prune tier *f vigorous prepar ations, under 
the circumjlanccs which lately en/fid; r ud that they cannot but re - 
fret, with great fatisfaction, on theJit iking proof which has been 
given of the advantages dir ived from *he Lin al Jupplies granted, 
Jincc the loft peace . for the navalJervicc. # 

That His Aiajc/iy max be ajhired of their readinefs to make due 
provifion Jot defraying the ixpenecs of the late armament, and for 
flip parting the fever ai branches of the public firvice, on fuch a foot¬ 
ing as the verier affiliation of affairs may appear to require ; and 
of their bung, at the fame time, peculiarly aefir ous of fit wing, in 
l be fircagi fl manner, th. .V deter minat on in 'ariab y to per lev ere in 
that ly/.em which has Jo effectually conprmed and maintained the 
public crtdil of the Nation. f 

That they have ebjerved, with cfhrern, the inUrruption wh ; ch 
hgs takin fhae in the tranquillity of atr Indian pq/jc/i ens ; but 
that it ffj' r r;s them great jails fall ion <0 be in for med * hat His 
Mcjefy fus jo favourable a projjcfl oj bringing Uecontejl to a 
Jpcidv avd it^eejsful cone!ufion. 

Thai their particular attention Jf'all be dir died to ih>' fia f e of 
the prov'nre of ffhvtiec\ and jhai th,y f/wll caref.lly oonjda of 
fuch regulations for itsgovirnnuat a* theprejen: c,nnifty;auccs and 
c million of the fro: ince may reader expedient. 

That they Jhould not failhf lly rcpnfnit the fcnlimenu of >' loyal 
and grateful people, if the) were net % to Jerk ezrt y op.pofundy of 
affording His Alajejty {be mofl convitjcing profs f -the r 'zealous 
and aft Clionate attachment; and thci\f any a.rjidcrat:on could 
iucreaf: the warmth of thofe Jentirrynts, it would Ledtrivul from 
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JHis Majejlfs gracious declaration of Ids dejlrc to cultivate an 
cnti. r harmony and confidence with his Parliament , for purpofes 
which ihuji endearJUL mot c His Mujcf/y s name to the prefent age, 
and topojkrlty , as >‘onj as these remains a duefenfe of the inva¬ 
luable buffings, of our f ce and excellent conflitution 7 and of the nu - 
mro*'s end mere tying advantages which hi ? July chi s enjoy under 
His Afujfiy s mild and anjficious government . 

Mr. A\ I\ Cart.iv 'Member foi Leftwithic!) obferved, tint 
he would nottlcJay the Houle from the pleafure of corning 
to what, he trufted, would piove an unanimous vote, any 
longer than wh^lil he ftated a few of the various reafons which 
induced him to fupport the motion. There were a variety 
of grounds of fatis faction and applaufe in His Majefty’s fjpeech; 
but there was one iubjedl: mentioned in it, which might be 
ccnfidered as its prominent feature, and that was, thefubjedt 
which had deeply occupied the public mind for fome months 
pafl—the negoeiation with theCpurtof Spain to obtain re¬ 
paration for the violence and infnlt to the Britifh flag, by the 
outrage at^Nootka, and to remove the grounds of fimilar 
difputes in future. Towards the clofe of the laft feflion of 
Parliament, Wis Majefty had informed them of thofe events, 
and as they were forced to obtain red refs either by war or 
reparation, the Houfe of Commons had puffed a vote to enable 
His-Majefty to prepare an armament, in cale reparation could 
not have been obtained without a war; and they came then 
to learn that full fztfisfadtion had heen given, and ample re¬ 
paration made, without any adlual hoftility; as much as 
could have been obtained by-^nany years even qf luccefsfui 
war. They had the additional pleafure to fee, not a triumph 
of arms, but a triumph more honourable, a triumph of rea- 
fon over ancient prejudice and falfe ambition: Spain had 
con Tented to lay afide her national pride, and condefccnd to 
treat upon reafonalde terms, till at length a convention had 
been figned, by which theVTaw that Spain (taught, perhaps, 
by what happened in regain to oui colonies, how to take cart 
to prefl rve her oa’ii) hit down agreeing to give up all claim 
to any other parts of ;he weft ward coaft of Northi Amerfcra 
hut fuch as ilia had ndhully colom/cd and poff-fled, leaving 
all the re»t open to the fi\e trade of the two continuing par- 
tic-; equally thev fuw the fouthern whale fifhery open to 
our flnps «v>ci all the grounds of future difpute removed. Mr, 
Carew ob^rved, that it v,as not the proper piovince of that 
Houfe Nj go much into the detail of foreign politics ; he 
thr refore baf'dv mentioned the peace between Auftria and 
llio Porte, a * 1 d that between Ruftn and Sweden, and remind¬ 
ed the Ilciifo of the necer»1ty of our taking care to cultivate 
^the connexion between/Auftria and / the Netherlands, left 
"the latter il.ould fall \dfo the hands of another Power, moft 

likely 
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likely to prove dangeroufly inimical to Great Britain. He 
referred to the barrier treaty, and what had patted relative to 
the Netherlands on former cccafions, remaiking, that it was 
always the intereft and duty of this country to apply its 
vyeight and influence to prevent the increafing power of any 
one State, which might be prompted by overweening ambi- 
'fibn to diftuib the general tranquillity of Europe. He con 
eluded with feconding the motion. 

The motion having been read from the Chair, 

Sir John Jcrvi$> having premifed that no/man was more sir Joh» 
willing than himfelf to teitify ^ffs perfonal rapeft and afFec- Jervis, 
tion to his Sovereign, added, that he could not, however, 
fay whether His Majefty’s civil fervants deferved praife for 
their conduit relative to the convention and the negotiation 
that prodv ced it, becaufe no man fh that Houfe knew, any 
more than he did, whether their conduct hadjieen fuch as to 
deferve {fraife or blame, not*having the nect-flary information 
yet before them. For his own part, he refe particularly to 
/peak of the incomparable conduit of His Mnjeftv’s naval 
and military fervants; a conduit that did honour to them- 
felves and to their country, and a conduit which, he believ¬ 
ed, had never been equalled. Having had the belt opportu¬ 
nity of witnefling it, from his flation in the fleet, lie IhouM 
feel himfelf unworthy of the honour of a feat in that Houfe, 
unworthy of his rank as a naval officer^ and unworthy of 
the good opinion of the Houfe and his own ryofeffion, which 
he effimated above all, if he ^legleltr d that opportunity of 
doing credit'to the unparalleled exertions of every individual 
in the fleet. Previous to any detail of their deferts, he would, 
with the permiflion of the Houfe, read the approbation of the 
Commander in Chief. Sir John then read the following mi¬ 
nute of thanks from Lord Howe to all the officers and’ feamen 
of the weftern fquadron, previous to his leaving the fleet: 

" On board Charlotte, Nov . 11, 1790. 

* The Commander in Chief defires, previous to the ie- 
u JJaratioii of the fleet, to make his public acknowledgements 
<e to the Admirals, Captains, and other Officers, for the 
cc attention they have given to promote a degree of order 
44 and correltnefs in the conduit of the lervice, which he 
“ has neVerdeen furpalled. 

u And he is, at the lame time, to give teftimouty of the 
u highly meritorious behaviour of the inferior officers and 
“ feamen, which does no lefs credit to their natijnal cha- 
u rafter. • 

“ The officers of marines and the officers of th’e troops 
11 ferving in the fleet, Have an equalVaiin to the Comman- 
S( der in Chief’s higheft commendatioiu ll> 


Ha\ ing 
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Having gone through it, Sir Johnjjave the Houfe a mote 
particular dcfcription of what he had himfelf beheld ; he (aid 
he had feen midihipmen and mates putting on their trowfers* 
and chearfully exerting themfelvcs in the moil induftiious 
manner in getting ready the fhips ; he inn! feen Captains pay¬ 
ing with the money taken out of their pockets, men to afliii 
in rigging the fhips, and Admirals doing every thing that was 
poffible to promote the general activity ; and, as a farther 
good example, he had known the Admirals continue on board 
for almoft fivh months together, without ever coming oil 
fhore, but in cjfcjTes of the mofi preffing emergency; he alfo 
had feen the officers conduit the fhips of the fquadron down 
the channel, with fearedy men enow on board to na\igate 
the vefTels, and drilling their men from lun-rife to fun-fet, 
with as much care and pains as were taken by a ferjeant of 
any regiment of foldiers. In fall, every thing that men 
could do to manifeft their zeal for the fervice, had been done 
in the moft incomparable manner, both by the officers of alt 
deicriptions, and the feamen. An illuftrious perfonage, who 
had the command of a fhip of the line, had imitated the ex¬ 
ample with fi^gular attention and uniform perfeverance.— 
Nor was the piaile due to the naval lervice alone; the mili- 
taiy on hoard the fh.et had alfo behaved moft excellently, ex¬ 
erting themfelves in concert with the fhips crews, and af* 
filling and co-operating cordially in doing every thing that 
coul i tend to get the fhips ready. Tins unparalleled zeal 
and a&ivc exerticTiij “he aferibe^ to two caufes—the conftant 
patronage of His Majefty, and the uniform a«d foftering 
kindnefsof that Houfe. ^ir John laid, that fince he had 
come to town, he heard that His Majefty had been pleafed to 
order that an advance of pay be made to the officers and fea- 
men. H> s Majefty’s intended gratuity was exactly the lame 
that had been given to the^officers and feamen of the fleet 
three years ago ; but the circumftances of the two armaments 
had been extremely different: in the preparations in 1787* 
the officers of the fleet had fcarcely had more to do than to 
go from their own houfes on board their refpeltive fhips, Slid 
come back again ; whereas in the recent inftance of arming* 
almoft every one of the Captains of the weftern fquadron 
Would he feme hundreds of pounds out of pocket, and the 
other officers proportionality infers. YV ith reg&rchtd the Ad¬ 
mirals, they could no: accept of any pecuniary remuneration! 
but he had heard, that the noble Lari at the head of the Ad¬ 
miralty Hoard hid hit upon a nu*tlu d of leward which could 
not bur prove lnghly*gra?' , ful to the officers, and fucli as, ho 
wa^ luic, .would lender t/ic noble l ord as popular in the navy 
-r as anyone of his moiyti teemed preJecefTors, and that was# 
by a particular fpecse? ot promotion. Nor would the grati¬ 
fication 
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fication of the Admirals be the only good that this 

plan would produce ; party prejudice would be done away, 
merit, independent^ political or parliamentary connexion, 
would meet its reward, and the fervice would derive a very 
material advantage; becaufe, as the officers muft be deemed 
refponfible for the condudl and ghara&ers of thofe they re¬ 
commended, no one of them would venture to give in the 
name of a bad man for promotion. It was rumoured about 
that this plan of intended promotion would be oppofed by 
thofe who fat on the fide of the Houfe 01* which he flood, 

‘and who were in the habit of oppofing Government; but 
when he confidered the kindnefs and partiality with which 
the Houfe had, on all occasions, treated/the navy, he was 
perfuaded there was too much liberality in the gentlemen, 
whom report had ftated to he unfriendly to the plan in quef- 
tion, to fufferthem to objedl to what couM not fail to give 
the higheft gratification to the fervice, and prove a inoft po¬ 
pular meafure. 

riling next, begged leave to remind the Houfe, Mr. Fox, 
that although on reading me addrefs, or rather on having 
heard it read, there did not feem to him to he any thing in it 
that would induce him to do fo ungracious aching as to op- 
pofe the addrefs to His Majefty on the firfl day of the fef- 
fiv'ii, and break through that unanimity which the mover 
and feconder had faid were fo defirable on the prefent occa- 
fion ; yet there were different ways of ftating the grounds 
on which any honourable gentleman might be ready to fup- 
port the motion. The honourable Mfember who had pro¬ 
posed the addrefs, began w$h faying that fie would not have 
flood up to move it, had he not been convinced of the great 
and important advantages that would in all probability refult 
from the late convention. Mr. Foxdefircd to difclaim any 
fuch motive, dfeclaring that he fhould vote for the addrefs 
from no fuch conviction whatever; nay farther, Lf he were 
convinced the convention were in the higheft degree blame- 
able, and fo faulty and difgraceful in all its parts, that it 
would be fhameful to lend it any fort of countenance, he 
would not vote againft the addrefs on* that account, becaufe 
tfle addrefs had carefully avoided any mention of it, and the 
proper information, by which alone the judgement of the , 

Houfe, and the judgement of individual Members, could be 
guidedand governed, was not before them, and it was irn- 
polfible far Them to try it by its true ciiterion, its own re¬ 
lative merit. I11 another part of his fpeech, the'lionourable 
gentleman had, with great propriety, faid, that hfc did not 
confider the convention a* a fit matter to go into that day, 
as tl e papers promifed were not before.the Houfe. The ho¬ 
nourable gentlemau who feconde®- the addrefs, .Went much 
Vot.^XVllI. farther 
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farther into the topic, and in a greater degree refted his ar¬ 
gument on the idea, that by the convention the caufes of 
iimilar difputes in future were effectually removed. But, for 
his part, he muft acknowledge, that before he could bring 
his mind to that length, he muft have better grounds for de- 
cilion ; fie meant, he could only form an opinion on the de¬ 
finite, intelligible, and clear ftate of the fituation in which, 
we ftiall hand with Spain hereafter. To know that, he muft 
have the convention read to him, and many necefiary ex-. 
planations given. The honourable gentlemen fat out with 
laying down an vopinion that he hoped every liberal man 
would adopt, ani which no man entertained more heartily 
or warmly than did, nor indeed than every enlightened 
nation did, the opinion that war ought not to be undertaken, 
whenever it could be avoided with honour, or merely to in- 
creafe dominion. Mr. Fox declared, that peace was un¬ 
doubtedly preferable lo war, under almoft any circumftan- 
ces, and inoit efpecially di Arabic for this country at prefent; 
nay .more, had not tins country bssn an ifland, but-*a part 
of a continent, he fhould be of opinion that it would he 
highly impolitic and unwarrantable to make war, with a 
view to increafe dominion, and add to the extent of territory. 
In another part of his fpeech, in which ti e honourable gen¬ 
tleman had taken notice of the different tianfaftions indif¬ 
ferent parts of Furope, the honourable gentleman, Mr. Fox 
remarked, had ftated the condition of the Netherlands, and 
had laid, that it was policy for this country to promote the 
return of the NethAlands to the dominions of Auftria, to 
prevent the Netherlands from /ailing into the hands of a 
neighbouring power, more probable to be dangeroslly inimi¬ 
cal to Great Britain. France, he had no doubt, was the 
power alluded to. If fo, how came it that France was all of 
a fudden a greater object of terror than formerly ? He had 
looked into the {perch from the I hi one on the opening of 
thelaft (ellion, and he could find no mention of the Nether¬ 
lands at that time. The introduction of the allufion to the 
Netherlands had made m&ch noiie out of doors, and it had 
been conceited that forne new treaties of a fpecial nature had 
been entered into recently : all he could lay was, that were 
% the faiSt fo, that Houle was ignorant of them ; for not a 
word upon the lubje6t of any luch treaties refpe< 3 ing the Ne¬ 
therlands, had been laid hefore the Houfe. That paflage of 
His Majefty’s fpeecb, however, had, in his optHT&ri, been 
much mififrterpreted, and by the word “ tieaties,” nothing 
but the t/eaty of Utrecht, and indeed almoft all antecedent 
and fubfequent treaties by which this countiy became the 
guarantee to Aullria for the Netherlands, were, in his opi¬ 
nion, the treaties alluded-Ao. But when Great Britain fo 
/' 1 became 
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became the guarantee, it mull be admitted that file became 
the guarantee to the Netherlands that they Ihould be go¬ 
verned under, and enjoy all the rights and privileges of, 

_their ancient conflitution. Certainly, if the obligation to 
interfere with the Netherlands lubfifteil now, it had fubfifted 
,-in equal force Lift year. Mr. Fox faid, he did not then wilh 
to difcufs the Hate of France; but whatever might be the 
difference of opinions on that head, all mull agree that we 
Jiad no danger to dread from France at prafent more than 
formerly, but rather much lefs, 011 a greit variety of ac¬ 
counts ; poflibly, the language of this p/rt of the fpeech 
might be nothing more, th£h its having 4 >een the defire of 
His Majelly, from the natural goodnels of his heart, to 
render his mediation fuccefful in relloring general tranquil¬ 
lity, and therefore he had cholen to exprels, with emphafis, 
his willies for univerfal peace. The honourable gentleman, 

,m*qg his remarks on the different affair^ of Europe, had 
takenoccalion to compliment Miniflers on the peace -con¬ 
cluded between Sweden and Ruflia. Before It was ascer¬ 
tained whether Miniflers were in any degree entitled to com¬ 
pliment on that fubjeft, we ihould endeavopr to trace how 
'the fa£t actually Hood; certainly, we might fo Far he Ciid to 
have negociated with regard to that peace, as to have takeii 
fome pa:t in endeavouring to effeft the peace between the 
Porte and Auftria, and the peace between Ruflia and Swe¬ 
den had fuddcnly taken place afterwards: but if the manner 
of that peace’s being conducted and Jetted was confidered, 
perhaps it would not be thought a very good ground o f com¬ 
pliment to Miniflers. By referring to the fpeech, it would 
not lie found, as the honourable gentleman had implied, that 
the fepara/e peace between Ruflia and Sweden was flated to 
have been produced direfllv by His Majeftv’s mediation, ot 
by the wifdom of his Miniflers, who, if it had depended on 
them, would, in all probability, have afted very differently 
than making jieace between Sweden and Ruflia; if, however, 
thefeparate peace that had taken place between tlvffe Powers, 

Ihould eventually tend to the acceleration of the general 
peace of # Europe, he ihould confider it ns a fortunate cir- 
cumflance; if, on the contrary, it fhoiild, like moil fepa- • 
rate 11 eaties of peace, operate to the protra£lion of the war, 
'ifi-Aoi^jllben confuler it as an unfortunate event. With 
regard to trie affairs of Europe in general, a new ord t of. 
things had lately prefented itfelf, and the intereft of diffe¬ 
rent Powers had taken fo different a turn, as wj 4 ! as the 
weight and influence of this country # relatively confidered, 
that it was the undoubted duty fif His Majefty’s. Miniflers 
to avail thf^fnfelves of the circum^Smce; fince, if ever there 
was a period when this country might pick and chufe her 

E 2 allies, 
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allies, this was that period. They had nothing to do but 
to afcertain what number of foreign allies were abfolutely 
neceffary for this country to have, and having, upon mature 
confideration, made up their minds upon that point, they 
would then only have to coniider on what conditions*it 
would be the bell policy for this country to enter into trea¬ 
ties, and having determined the fecond point, they ought to 
proceed Immediately to form fuch alliances as to their judge* 
ment fhould appear advifeable. 

In that part *jf the fpeech which related to India, Mr«. 
Fox obferved, it’^was faid, u that the confidence in the Bri- 
4< tifh name, whieh the fyftem $>refcribed by Parliament had 
“ eftablifhed among the native Princes, afford the moil fa- 
€c vourable profped, See.” If by this was meant the gene¬ 
ral policy laid down and inculcated by the various a£ts of 
Parliament refpe&ing India, pafled within thefe few years, 
which he had always confidered as their bell part, and which 
lie had highly approved, viz. that we were on no account to 
carry on a war againft any of the native Princes with a view 
to conqueft, or the extension of territory, it was exceedingly 
proper. He had approved and applauded that policy, fince 
* it made the fundamental part of his own bill, which he had 
the honour to introduce, and which that Houfehad pafled in 
a former Parliament. All he would fay was, that moft un¬ 
doubtedly we mull defend our allies when attacked. It was 
not only a principle of policy, but a principle of juftice, and 
what no man of common fenfe would think of arguing 
againft; but to extend the principle lo far as to make a rup¬ 
ture between two native Piinces a pretence for ow carrying 
on a war in India, with a view to extirpate and deflroy any 
particular Prince or nation for the fake of the acquifition of 
his dominions for the Eafl India Company, would be to fet 
up the letter of the ads of Parliament againft their fpirit 
and their principle. Merely to fend out general inftru&ions 
to our governors in India to avoid oflVnfive war, was not a 
fufficient enforcement of the principle of the ads of Parlia¬ 
ment relative to the government there eftablifhed; much de¬ 
pended on the wife and pru lent choice of governor, and'a 
k variety of other circumftames ncceflarily connected with 
that important particular. Mr. Fox at length brought his 
fpeech to a conclffhon, by expicfling a wilh that his having 
Hated his opinions freely might not interrupt the'IWffnbny of 
the or- prevent an unanimous vote. He declared for 
one, thojsgh lie difjained avowing any approbation of the 
convention at that time, he heartily agreed to the addrefs. 
Mow far the means wfere wife, or the terms of the conven¬ 
tion calculated to anfwejf the intended purpofty would lie 
epeii to future difculWi; pofiiWy, a future day would be 

named 
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named for taking it into confideration, or poflibly, it might 
,*be laid on the table, and there fuffered to remain without 
farther notice, as there might be thofe who would be better 
pleafed with hearing terms of general praife on Minifters on 
; HI& 4 irft day of the feffion, when neither the fubjeft nor the 
means of underftanding it were before the Houfe, than to go 
Hhto a difcuffion of its merit when the Houfe ftiould be ena¬ 
bled to try it by the proper teft. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that it did pot appear to Mr. 
hjjd neceflary that he ihould engage more of t/e time of the 
Houfe than merely to take a fliort notice 0/ two or three 
obfervations made by the right honourable gentleman. With 
regard to the addreis, he underftood and approved it efxaflly 
for the fame reafons which had been affigned by the right 
honourable gentleman as the ground of his being willing to 
vote for it. The addrefs appeared to him to he properly 
in binding no man to approve of the convention pre¬ 
mature^ or before the Houfe was enabled fully and delibe¬ 
rately to judge of its merits.* The objedts which His Ma¬ 
jefty had been gracioufly pleafed to declare he had propofed 
to himfelf during the whole of that tranfatftion which the 
'convention terminated, were certainly fuch as it was the 
clear and undeniable intereft of this country to obtain, and 
which that Houfe could have no obje&ion to exprefs their 
grateful acknowledgements for His Majefty for having en¬ 
deavoured, he hoped it would hereafter be found with fuc- 
cefs, to effedt. Whether the objedls in qGeftion were gained 
by the convention, it would the fit ptirpole of future dif- 
cuffion to decide; the Houfe might reft affured, however, 
that thofe who had a hand in negociating it, did not with to 
depend on general praife unfounded at the moment, and not 
warranted by a judgement formed on a ftridl examination of 
its merits. A future day would certainly be named ,for th& 
difcuffion, fubfequent to the time of laying upon the table 
thofe papers which were referred to by His Majefty in his 
fpeech, and on that day he hoped he Ihould have the pieal'ure 
of hearing the right honourable gentleman’s fentiments 011 
the # fubje< 5 k. He agreed perfedlly in the declaration of an 
honourable gentleman behind him, that it was neither necef- 
fary nor proper to enter into a minute detail of foreign po- 
J kics in that Houle; it was among the excellencies of our 
happy coiil'ItMition, that the detail of foreign politics was, 
for various wife and prudential reafons, generally to 

the confideration of the executive Government, whofevjudge- 
ment in adling as the changes of firuation in the views and 
interefts of the different courts of Europe rendered it the 
heft policy, was to be tried by the fyftems they puffued with 
fcfpedl to alliances and every matter tonnedted with treaties 

with 
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with foreign powers. The right honourable gentleman had 
IV.it), the order of things had effentially fliifted and changed 
throughout Europe, and that this was the mod convenient 
period for Great Britain to pick and chufe her allies, Tljat 
a iwv order of things f had taken place, and that different 
Courts now felt different interefts from thofe which they foi^ 
meriy purfned, could not be denied: but did the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman imagine that His Majefty’s Minifters 
had been io itegleflful of their duty, and fo idle as to wait 
till this momAw, before they even commenced a fyftem 
foreign allianc&r Was it forgotten that this country had 
long fince adopted a fyftem of alliance with different foreign 
powers, and that the wifdom of that fyftem had been proved 
by the heft of all poffible teftimonies,* by the experience of 
the many folid and mod eflential advantages which Great 
Britain had, at various fimes, derived in confequence of its 
exifting treaties ? Sure he was, the right honourabtegerrtJe 
man did not mean to be underftp&d as the advifer of meafures > 
fo deftrucfhve to public faith, and fo derogatory to the na¬ 
tional charufter, as the violation of any one treaty at this 
moment in force. The fyftem of alliance that had proved , 
lb beneficial to the country, was the fyftem that Great Bri¬ 
tain was bound rcligioufly to adhere to by every principle of 
national honour and national jurtice ; every meafu re cor ref- 
pond. nt with that fyftem which occafion and opportunity 
might fuggeft, and^which fliould appear to be capable of be¬ 
ing prafticabljt iirjprovfd, would undoubtedly be fei/.ed 
up >n. As to what the right Honourable gentleman had faid 
relative to India, it was not necefftry to enter into any mi- 
hute difeuflion of that matter at prefent. He agreed with 
the right honourable gentleman as to bis conftru&ion of the 
fpirit and principle of the late a£ls of Parliament refpe&ing 
India, but with fome degree of qualification; hecaufe, al¬ 
though he concurred in the opinion, that it could never be 
juft or prudent to make ivar in India, folely with a view to 
extent of dominion and the acquilition of additional terri-* 
tory, he would not be underftood to wifli to extend J:he 
principle fo far as to admit, that if through ambition or 
violence, any ravage or infult fhould be committed by any 
native Prince, who was a reftlefs tyrant, on an ally of Great 
Britain, and we were forced by virtue of a . 

to enter yito hoftilities in fupport of our ally, and the war 
iliould terminate fortunately for us, we weie not to take the 
obviou^advantage of that event, and make our ally an ade¬ 
quate compcnfation for the infult and injury he might have 
received, or indemnify ourfelves and repay our own ex- 
peuces in'which we iyXjlit wantonly have iJSfcn involved. 
Having ftated this, th$ Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, 
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that as he obfervtd there was 3 very full Houfe, he wifhed 
to call their attention for a moment or two to a matter of 
^great and ferious importance; to the preparation for the late 
armament. No man could he a ftranger to the circumitance 
. that the extent of fuch a preparation tnuft have been at- 
teiTlfed with a very heavy expence, and he was confident 
that there was no man prefent, who would not feel that the 
heft way to fnpport the public credit, after having incurred 
great expences, was as foon as poliiblc to proceed to confider 
how they could defray them, in a manner th&moft copfift- 
ejjJt with the national character, and the conv/nience • 1 the 
public; he had no doubt, therefore, hut tlat the Houfe 
would mark m the ftrong- ft w^) poflible, th#ir atrention to 
that part of His Majefty’s speech, in which his Majeity 
dwells upon 64 the fluking proof afforded of the ad\antages 
u derived from the liberal 1 ; pplies granted fince the laft 
w peace for the naval fervice, and tccommends ii to them 
u to fttew their determination to perfevere invariably in that 
■ (( fyftei& which had fo erTetfluaily confirmed and m.'intaii ed 
€( the public credit of the nation.” Mr. Pitt cfcclaied lie 
ihould take the earlieft opportunity of laying before the 
Houle, accounts of the expences ot the late aimame' » .i d 

* fhould he enabled on Monday fennight to brinjJ un. ! ; .. >r 

confidcraticn, not merely the fupply necefiary fm . ,t% .■> 
charge of that expence, but the ways and inean^ • *• » ■. a 

for the fame, thinking it moll advifeahle that both ' A! ro 
confidcred as matters feparate fiom the fnpplies an-' v.'xz 
mid means neceflary to defray the charged of tne cm rent 
vi.es of the year, and there fare proper 4 to he voted Iv'fort 
the holidays* in conference of his having been a! le 
ftate this in the hearing of fo full a Houfe, lie did not think 
there was any neceflity for having rccom lb to the ufual me¬ 
thod of enforcing a large attendance on Monday fennight, 
viz. the moving for a call of the Houfe; but if. any other 
gentleman was of a different opinion, and conceived that 
any member could be fo negligent of his duty as not to at¬ 
tend when he was apprized th it an ohjedt of fuch importance 
was to he fubmitted to the confulcration of the Houfe, there 
woifld be time enough for the ufual notice for a call, (ah', ut 
a fortnight) and if any gentleman really thought a call ne- 
ceftary, he had not the fmalleft objection. 

^.. JV lr. Fox remarked, that although the right honourable j^r. p 0Xu 
gentlchian'h^candidly ffaid, he did not believe that he meant 
to advife a violation of any lubfifting treaty with tfur allies, 
he felt it ncceflfary to declare, that nothing could be fauher 
from his thoughts than to have it undei flood, that lie vwfhed 
Jbr a breach of faith with our allies; fuch a conduct would 

^ \ be 
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be an aft of the grofleH injuHice, at once highly difhonour- 
able, and every way infamous. 

The motion for an addrefs was then put and carried nemin.\ 
ctmtradicsnte . 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox again rifing, obferved, that a general opinion had 
prevailed throughout the kingdom, that nothing mors chan 
the eflimates for the land and malt tax, and the different 
fervices of the current year, would be propofed to be voteS" 
before Chriftinas; as therefore the notice the right honoura¬ 
ble gentleman had given of his intention to vote the ex- 
pences of the*Jate armament, and confequently as a mateVi^JL 
addition woufyl neceffarily be thereby made to the burthens 
of the people, svhich was a matter not expefted to take place 
fo foon, he thought a call of the Houle abfolutely neceflary, 
and as he conceived the right honourable gentleman had no 
with to bring forward a huiinefs of fuch magnitude and im¬ 
portance without the falleH attendance that could be ob¬ 
tained, he willed the njotion might be made. ^ 

Jllr. Pitt. * Chancellor Pilt anfwered* that it certainly w£s in the < 
recolleftidn of the Houfe that he had expreflly Hated in his 
former fpeech, that if any gentleman thought a call of the 
Houfe neceflary, there would be time enough for the ufual 
notice, and that he had not the fmallefl objcftion to a call. 
He was aware that a motion for a call of the Houfe was al¬ 
ways attended with fome degree of unpopularity, but whaU 
ever that unpopularity might amount to, he would not fhrink 
from it in a cafe where his duty fuggefled it to him that a 
call was ncceffjry.'’' In the prefent cafe he really thought, al¬ 
though the importance of thj objeft of confideration could 
not be Hated higher than he was willing to ague that it de- 
ferved, yet he conceived, from the uncommonly full attend¬ 
ance that day, that what he had faid would have operated 
with the fame effeft as a call; but difagreeable as it was at 
all times to him to feem to add unneceffarilv to public bufi- 
nefs a matter of inconvenience to any members, he was 
ready either to move for or to fecond a motion for a call of 
the Houfe, if the right honourable gentleman or any other 
gentleman deemed it abfolutely neceflary; and in that cafe 
the call might take place on Tuefday fennight. * 

There being a cry of,, Call, call,” Mr. Chancellor Pitt 
moved for a.call of the Houfe on that day fortnight, (Tuef¬ 
day fennight) and Mr. Fox feconded the motion . t 

The motions were feverally carried withdBfa divilion. 
The Houfe adjourned. 

^ 7%urfday % 2 d December • 

As foon as the Speaker had taken the chair, the Comp¬ 
troller of His Majeflyjs Houfehold, from thenar, acquaint¬ 
ed 
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ed the Houfe, that His Majcfty had been waited upon to 
know when he would be attended with the addrefs of that 
Houfe, and had been pleafed to appoint this day at three 
o’clock. 

Th$ Houfe adjourned, and went to St. James’s* and pre¬ 
sented the following humble Addrefs to the King ; 

Moft gracious Sovereign, 

WE 9 jour Majejly s moji dutiful and loyal fubjefts , the Com¬ 
mons of Great Britain , in Parliament ajftrrflcd, beg leave to 
3 return your Majejly our humble and hearty thejnks , for your moji 
gracious fpcech from the throne . J 

We cannot omit taking thB firjl opportunity to offer to your 
Majejly our fencer e condolence on the lofs which your Majcfey has 
fujlained , by the untimely death of your Royal brother , the late 
Duke of Cumber land. 

It affords us the greatefe fatisfaflion that the differences which 
>hrd arifen between your Majejly qnd the Court of Spain , have 
happily been brought to tin amicable termination ; and we are 
grateful for your Majejly s* goodnefs in having ordered copies cf 
the Declaration exchanged between your Majefefs /.ImbaJJador and 
the Minifeer of the Catholic King, and of the Convention which 
has fence been concluded , to be laid before us. 

Nothing can more evince your Majefefs moderation , wifdom 9 
aftd juftice , than your having been pleajed to dir eft your atten¬ 
tion 9 in the whole of this tranjaftion, to the objefts of obtaining a 
fuitable reparation for the aft of violence committed at Nootka 9 
and of removing the grounds ofJimilar Jlfputes in future , as well 
Us ofjc curing to your fubjeft* the exereije of their navigation , com¬ 
merce , afidfijheries 9 in thofe parts of the world which were the 
fubjeft of the difeufpon . 

It gives us the greatcjl pleafurt to be informed , that the dif- 
fofition and conduft of your Majcjlfs allies concurred with the 
Steal and public fpirit fo naturally manifcfeei by all ranks of 
your fubjeft s } in injut ing to your Majcfey the moji vigorous and 
effeftualfupport: We are 9 at the fame time , fully fcnfible that 
no event could have been fo fatisfftiry as the attainment of the 
jbjefts which your Majejly had in view 9 without any aftual 
interruption of the bleflings of peace . 

We are happy to learn 9 that a foundation has been laid for a m 
pacification between Auflria and the Porte , and that your Ma - 
jfey bps employed your mediation, in conjunction with your alhes 9 
for the purpofe of negotiating a definitive treaty between thofe 
Power s 9 and of endeavouring to put an end to the dijfcntioris in the 
Netherlands ; and wvjhalf at all times , rejoice in feeing the weight 
and influence of this country direfted tg the wife arid bcncvol. nt 
objeft of contributing to the refeoration*of general tranquillity . 

Vol/XXVIIL % F Jour 
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Your faithful Commons are deeply fcnjtble of your Majcjlfs 
paternal goodncfs to your people, which leads your MajcJiy to regret 
any occafion of increafing the public burthcils: We are fully 
* aware of the policy and prudence of vigorous preparations, under 
the circumjlanccs which lately exifted ; and we cannot but refiefl, 
with great JatisfaJion, on the jiriking proof which has been? ■„ 
given of the advantages derived from the liberal Jupplies granted, 
fince the Iqfl peace . for the navalfirvicc. 

Your jV/ajejly maybe ajjured of our readinefs to make due 
provi/ton for defraying the expences of the late armament > andfor 
fupporting the jevarat branch's of the public fet vice, on fuch a fool-: 
ing as the generaljkuaUon of affairs may appear to require ; and** 
oj our being, at tbqfame time, peculiarly defirous of /hewing, in 
the JlrongeJl manner^ our determination invariably toper fever e in 
thut jy/hm which L\,s Jo effectually confir med and maintained the 
.public credit of the Nation . 

We have ob/erved, with concern, the interruption which has 
taken place in the tranquillity of our Indian pojjcffons ; but it 
affords us great jatisfaftion. to be informed that your Mpjtjfy 
Jets /(i favourable a pro/peel of bringing tie contefi to a fpcedy 
and Jucccfsjul conclujion . 

Our particular attention /hall be directed to the ft ate of the 
province of §htcia ; and vccjhall carefully confider of fuch regu - 
# lations Jot it < goi\ t nmerit as the j refent circumjlanccs and condition 
of the pro: nice may reader expedient . 

JVc Jhculd n>jt faithfully reprefent the fent intents of a loyal 
and g* atejnl people, if we were not to feck every opportunity of 
affording your Alajcjiy the mofi convincing proofs of our zealous 
and aft till onate attachment* If any confider ation could ipci eafe 
the warmth of tkofe jentimenli, it icon Id le daived from your 
Alajcjiy s gt a clous declaration of your dejire to cultivate an 
entire harmony and confidence with your Parliament, for purpofes 
which rnujl endear fill more your Alajcjiy s name to the prefeni age, 
and toprfftcrity, as long as there remains a due fenfie of the inva¬ 
luable bleffngs of out free and excellent conjlivtion, and of the nu¬ 
merous and inneafing advantages which your fubjeth enjoy under 
your Majcjlfs mild and aufpicions geva nmcnl. 

Ftidav , $d Decs mb a . 

The Speaker reported His Majefly’s moft gracious Anfwer 

to the Addicfs of that Houle, as follows: 

4 

Gentlemen, 


I return you my warmefi Pants for this very loyal addreff ~ 
Nothing can afford me more fatisfact '/on than the cordial af- 
furances whiefryou give me of your affectionate attachment to my 
p 1 fon and government, ayid of your zealous regard for the prin¬ 
ciple' of the coijUtution, find the intcrcjl and prosperity of t#f 
ptop!.. * 

N Mr. 


{ 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt prefented the fpllowing papers: 

Copy of the Declaration and Counter Declaration, figned 
and exchanged at Madrid, the 24th of July, 1790. 

• ,>v * Declaration. 

His Britannic Majefty having complained of the capture 
of certain veflels belonging to his iubjedls in the port of 
• Nootka, fituated on the north-well coall of America, by an 
officer in the ferviceof the King; the under figned Counfel- 
^»?or and principal Secretary of State to Hr/Majefty, being 
thereto duly authorifed, declares, in the iteme and by the 
order of his faid Majefty, thJt he is willing to give fatisfac- 
tion to his Britannic Majefty for the injury of which he has 
complained, fully perfuaded tint his faid Britannic Majefty 
would a £1 in the fame manner towards the King, under limi- 
lar circumftances; and His Majeffy farther engages to make 
full reftituticn of all the Britiih v^ffels which were captured 
at Nootka, and to inJemftify the parties intere^ed in thofe 
veflels, for the Ioffes which they fliall ha\e fuftaiued, as foon 
as the amount thereof fliall have been afeertained : 

It being underftood that this Declaration is pot to preclude 
or prejudice the ulterior difeuflion of any right which His 
Majefty may claim to form an exclufive ellablilhment at 
the port of Nootka. 

in witnefs whereof, I have figned this Declaration, 
and fealed it with* the feal of my arms. At Ma¬ 
drid, the 24th of July, 1790. % 

* Signed, 

(L. S.) Lt CoMiE D£ Florida Blanca. 

Counter Declaration. 

His Cathobc Majefty having declared that he was willing 
to give fatisfaflion for the injury done to the King, by the 
capture of certain veflels belonging to his lubjects, in the 
bay of Nootka, and the Count de Florida Blanca having 
figned, in the name and by the order of his Cathol.c Ma- 
jelfy, a Declaration to this effeft ; and by which his faid 
Majefty likewife engages to make full reftitution of the vef- 
fels fo captured, and to indemnity the pirties interfiled ill 
thofe veflels for the Ioffes they fliall have fultained: the un¬ 
derlined Ambnffador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
His Majefty to the Catholic King, being thereto duly and 
expreflly authorifed, accepts the faid Declaration in the name 
of the King ; and declares that His Majefty will conlider 
this Declaration, together with the performance of the en¬ 
gagements contained therein, as a f*ll and entire fatisfa&ion 
foi the injury of which his Majefty has complained, 

F 2 The 
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The underfigned declares, at the fame time, that it is to 
he underftood, that neither the faid Declaration figned by 
Count Florida Blanca, nor the acceptance thereof by the 
underfigned, in the name of the King, is to preclude or 
prejudice, in any refpedl, the right which His Majefty m^y 
claim to any eftablittiment which his fubje&s may have 
formed, or fhould be defirous of forming in future, at the 
faid bay of Nootka. 

In witnefs whereof I have figned this Counter De¬ 
claration, and fealed it with the fealof my arms* 
At Madrid, the 24th of July, 1790. ^ 

Sjgned, 

(L. S.) 1 Alleyne Fitzherbert. 


Copy of the Convention between his Britannic Majefty 

and the King of kpaiiu Signed at the Efcurial, the 28th 

of O&ober, 179©. 

Their Britannic and Catholic Majefties, being defirous of 
terminating, by a fpeedy and folfd agreement, the differences 
which have lately arifen between the two Crowns, have judged 
that the heft way of attaining this falutary ohjed would ba 
that of an amicable arrangement, which, letting afide all 
retrofpe£tive ditcuflion of the rights and pietenfions of the 
twoparties, fhould fix. their reipe£tive fituation for the fu¬ 
ture on a bafis conformable to their true interefts, as well as 
to the mutual delire with wh : ch their (aid Majefties are ani¬ 
mated of ellablifhing with each other, in every thing and in 
all places, the moft pel feel friandfhip, harmony, and good 
correfpomlence. In this view, they have named'and confti- 
tuted for their Plenipotentiaries; to wit, on the part of his 
Britannic Majefty, Alleyne Fitzherbert, Efcp one of his 
faid Majefty’s Privy Council in Great Britain and Ireland, 
and his Ambaffador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to his 
Catholic Majefty ; and, on the part of his Catholic Majefty, 
Don Jofeph Monino, Count of Florida Blanca, Knight 
Grand Crofs of the Royal bpanifh Order of Charles III., 
Counfellor of State to his faid Majefty, and his Principal 
Secretary of State, and of the Difpatches: who, irfter hav¬ 
ing communicated to each other their refpe£tive full powers, 
have agreed upon the following articles: 

Article T. It is agreed that the buildings and tra&jiof land, ' 
fituated on. the north weft coaft of the continent of North 
America, or on iflands adjacent to that continent, of which 
the fubjedls of his Britannic Majefty were difpoflefled, about 
the month of April,* 1789, by a Spanifh Officer, fliall be 
reftored to the laid Britifh fubje^s. 


Article 
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Article II. And farther, that a juft reparation (hall be 
made, according to the nature of the cafe, for all a&s of 
"violence or hoftility, which may have been committed, fulv. 
fequent to the month of April, 178c), by the fubje&s of ei- 
th«5jr of the contracting parties agamil the fubjefls of the 
other; and that in cafe any of the (aid refpedlive fubje&s fhall, 
fince the fame period, l^ve been forcibly difpollefled of their 
lands, buildings, veflels, merchandize, or other property 
whatever,, on the faid continent, or on the feas or idands ad¬ 
jacent, they {hall be re-eftablifhed in the po^edion thereof, 
“tfr a juft compenfation fhall be made to the’** for the lodes 
which they (hall have fuftained. 

Article III. And, in oritr to ftrengtben the bonds of 
friendfhip, and to preferve in future a perfefl harmony and 
good underftanding ‘between the two contracting parlies, it 
is agreed that their refpedtive fubjeCts fhall not be difturbed 
or molefted, either in navigating \>r carrying on their filhe- 
ries in the Pacific Ocean, or in the Seuth^as, or in land* 
ing on thecoaftsof thofe *feas, in places not already occu¬ 
pied, for thepurpofe of carrying on their commerce with the 
natives of the country, or of making fettlements there; the 
whole fubjeft, neverthelefs, to the reftriftians and provi- 
fions fpecified in the three following articles. 

Article IV. His Britannic Majefty engages to take the 
moil effectual meafures to prevent the navigation and fiftiery 
of his fubjefts in the Pacific Ocean, or in the South Seas, 
from being made a pretext for illicit trade with the Spa nidi 
fettlements; and, with this view, it Is rporeover expieffly 
ftipulated, that Brilifti fuhjbfts fliall not navigate, or carry 
on their hfhery in the faid feas within the fpace of ten fea 
leagues from any part of the coafts already occupied by 
Spain. 

Article V. It is agreed, that as well in the places which 
are to be reftored to the Britifh fubjeCts, by virtue of the 
firft article, as in all other parts of the north weftern coafts 
of North America, or of the idands adjacent,, fituated to the 
north of the part 1 of the faid coaft already occupied by Spain, 
wherever the fubjefis of either of the two Powers fh.dl have 
made fettlements fince the month of April, 1789, or fhall 
hereafter make any, the fubjefls of the other fhall have free 
accefs, and fhall carry on their trade, without any difturbunce 
or mdleftat h'n. 

Article VI, It is farther agreed, with refpe <3 to the 
eaftern and weftern coafts of South America,* and to the 
idands adjacent, that no fettlement {hall be formed hereaf¬ 
ter, by the refpeCtive fubjeCts, in fych parts of thofe coafts 
as aie fituated to the fouth of thofe parts of the fame coafts, 
and of tHe iflaudj adjacent, which are already occupied by 
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Spain: provided that the faid refpeftive fubjeds /hall retain 
the liberty of landing on the coafts and iflands fo fituated,^ 
for the purpofes of their fifhery, and of erecting thereon huts 
and other temporary buildings, ferving only for thofe pur¬ 
pofes. 

Article VII. In all cafes of complaint, or infra£tion of 
the articles of the prefcnt Convention, the officers of either 
party, without permitting themfelves previoufly to commit 
any violence or aft of force, ihall be bound to make an exaft 
report of the A^Tair, and of its circumflances, to their re^ 
fpe&ive Courts^ who will terminate fuch differences in an 
amicable manner. 

Article VIII.' The prefent Convention fhall be ratified 
and confirmed in the (pace of fix week*, to be computed 
from the day of its fignature, or fooner, if it can be done. 

In witnefs whereof, we.the underfigned Plenipotentiaries 
of their Britannic and Catholic Majcfties, have, in their 
names, and in vi:\iie of \mr refpg&ive full powers, figned 
the prefent Convention, and fot thereto the feals of our 
arms. 

Done at the Palace of St. Laurence, the aSth of Octo¬ 
ber, 1790. 

(L. S.) El Conde De Floridablanca. 

(L. S.) Alleyne Fiizherbert. 

No. I. 

NAVY OFFICE, Dec. 3, 1790. ‘ 

An Account, as far as the fame can he made up, of the Ex- 
pences occafioned by the augmentation and equipment of 
His Majefty’s naval forces on the late armament, up to 
the nth November, 1790. 

Nature of the Ex peaces. Amount. 

Money iinprefl for the immediate purchafing £. j. d. 
at market, a quantity of hemp, in addition 
to the provifion made for that article by the 
annual contracts - - 115000* o 6 

Ditto for the purchafe of a 38 gun frigate 7628 10 o 
c Freight of tranfports hired for fix months 

certain - - - 31128 5 2 

Freight and other charges of veflels taken up 

for tenders.for fix months certain - 24876 3 6 

Freight of ftorefliips taken up for three months 

certain - - 820 o o 

Charge of procuring men on Ihore - 3 S °54 9 

Impreft to pay bounty to feainen and land- 

men - - 4 - 5850b o O 

Impreft 
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Impreft to Earl Howe, to defray contingent 

charges of the channel fleet - - 500 o o 

„ Charges of agent victuallers, appointed at 

Cork and Cowes - - 595 1 4 

Chargeof fittingand ftoringhis Majefly’s (hips 
.put incommiffion on the late occation, and 
of ftrengthening the condition of the guard- 
fhips ordered upon fea fervice, as per ac- 
,1- .counts received from the feveral dockyards 971842 13 1 

Wear and tear of the fhips, and wages to the / 

men employed therein - - 444565 17 o 

Repairing frigates in merchants yards 30912 2 9 

Twelve gun boats * - - * 5287 ° ® 

Charge of victualling, according to an account 

from the ViChiainng Board - 696830 III 

Expences in the fick and hurt department, ac¬ 
cording to an account from thofe Commif- 
fioners - - - •- 2730 

Stationer’s wares - • - - 2231 11 II 

Levy money of recruits for the augmentation 
of the marines - 20622 O o 


2465521 8 5 


No. II. 

WAR. OFFICE. 

• 

I An Account of the Charges incurred by the la?e Armament, 
l fo far as the fame can at prefent be made up at the War 
\ Office. ’ ^ 


\ Expence of the augmented eftablifhment of 
f the dragoon guards, dragoons, foot guards, 

I and regiments of foot, and of the invalids, 

| between the 10th May and 24th December, 

i > 79 ° ' * - - I 37 ° l6 

r Levy money for the recruits raifed by the foot 

I guards beyond their former cftabliihment 3696 
5 Slop ctoathing for ditto - - 1025 

| Expence of the additional military and hofpi- 
tal llaff, from the dates of their refpedlive 
appointments - - - 2771 

Expences of extraordinary marches, and con¬ 
veyance of troops by fea - - 3000 

Camp equipage, hofpital bedding, and medi¬ 
cines - - - • 35000 

Bat, baggage, and forage for the foot guards 1507 


*3 

o o 
17 4 


* H 

‘o o 

o o 
10 0 
On 
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On account for levy money, fubfiftence, and 
other charges of the independent companies 
ordered to be raifed - - 40000 O 6 

Total - 224017 2 5 

VPar Office , 

December q, 17 Q 0 . GfcO. YonoE. 

No. HI. 

1 ORDNANCE OFFICE. 

Expence incurred by the Office of His Majefty’s Ordnance* 
on account of the late Armament. 

LAND SERVICE.- - 

Regiments pf Artillery and Engineers* 

Expence of x? l f.»ig and. arming 
an augmentation to each of 
the 40 marching companies 
of the Royal regiment of ar¬ 
tillery, jyith the pav of the 
fame between 21ft May and 
31ft Dec. 1790 - - 12167 O 0 

Pay of an augmentation of one 
Captain, one Captain Lieu¬ 
tenant, two Firft Lieute¬ 
nants, and,one\Second Lieu¬ 
tenant to the corps of Royal 
Engineers, from the dates of 
their refpe&iye commiffions 
to 31ft Dec. 1790 - 312 5 4 

- 12479 $ * 

Arms, Tent%, and Ammunition for the Army. 

Arms for the augmentation to 
fifty-eight battalions of foot, 
thirty-five companies of the 
old independent companies of , 
invalids, and ?2 independent 
companies of invalids, to be 
formed from the out penfion- 
ers of Chell'ea hofpital 26346 2 7 * 

Small-arms feilt to Plymouth 1898 O O 

£.28244 2 7 

Memorandum*—As it is fuppofed moil of thefe antis will 
be returned into ftore, no charge is made for them in this 
cftimate* v 


Tents 
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Tents for fundry regiments or- £, j. d\ 

7533 o 9 


dered on fervice 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 


•For iron ordnance, powder, and 
other ftores 


3 1 74 H S 


BERMUDA. 


1220 10 1 


14596 12 4 


For carnages, powder, fhot* f 

and other ftores 

ANTIGUA. 

t • 

Paid bills of exchange drawn fot* 
wojdkijaaiUem.rifigencies 11174 o o 
For powder, fhot, ihells, and 
other ftores - 3422 12 4 

— Jl 4J 
St. CHKJSTOPHER. 

Paid hills of exchange drawn for 

works and contingencies 7111 11 4 

For brafs and iron ordnance, * 

powder, fhot, fhells, and 
other ftores, and alfo for 
powder purchafed there 10740 12 4 

-- 17852 3 8 

DOMINICA. • . 

Paid hills of.ex^hange drawn for 

works and cohtingencies 1541 17 9 

For powder, fhot, Ihells, and 
othtr ftores - 3213 12 o 


4755 9 9 


BARBADOES. 

Paid bills ofexchange drawn for 

works and contingencies 3119 7 4 

F(fr brajjp ordnance, powder, 
fmall arms, and other ftores 6935 8 6 

' St. VINCENT. 

For brafs and iron ordnance, 
powder, fhot, (hells, and 
other ftores 


Vot. XXVIII. 


G 


10054 15 to 

9789; a 9 
GRE- 
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GRENADA. 

For brafs and iron ordnanee, 
powder, /hot, {hells, and 

other /lores - - 9914 ^ 8 

GIBRALTAR. 

For brafs and iron ordnance, 

{hot, {hells, powder, timber, 
coals, and other {lores fent 69560 6 4 
Charge of conveying a rein^. 
forcemeat of four companies 
of artillery v 2015 16 -A.. 

--- 7 I 596 'i* 4 

SPECrAL SERVICE. 

For ordnance-an# ftores fent , 
to Plymouth to complete a • 
field and battering train of 
artillery to be in readinefs for 
foreign fervice - 23098 3 7 

For brafs ordnance, fmall arms, 
ammunition, and ftores fent 
on foreign ieryice - 2901 16 5 

-- 26000 0 0 

. * ALDERNEY, 

i 

For carriages and {lores fent - .10316 a 

TOWER. 

For entrenching tools for {lore - 3243,1a 6 

For barrjrck bedding lent to 

Chatham - - - 378 17 8 

Portfmouth - - 726 14 3 

Plymouth - - t 1056 o o 

Jerfey - - - * 503 1 4 

Guernfey - - 250 11 6 , 

- 2924 4 9 

Total of Land Service for the ar¬ 
mament, as far as can at this 
time be colledted - • 195238 ia 4 


Land 
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% Land Service, brought forward 


Foil the NAVY. 

'Ordnance expences for Naval 
Services for the year 1790, 

, as far as they can be collect¬ 
ed up to the 19th of Novem¬ 
ber - - ^183437 II 3 

Deduct 

The Ordnance allowance #n 
the vote for 20,000 feamen 
_fgt thfiyow-pj^a - 183237 11 4 

And alfo the probable exceed¬ 
ing on the above vote for the » 
ordinary fervice of the year, 
which is intended to bulked 
in an unprovided, when* the 
accounts for the year can be 
finally adjufted > 25000 o O 

■ 77000 o o 

Exceeding on account of the 
armament, fo far as can at 

prefent be afcertained - - I06237 n 3 

* _ . _ 

Total *- 301476 3 7 

Deduct , * * 

Received on vote of credit - 150000 o o 

151476 3 7 


G. Berkeley. 

J. Aldridge. 

G. Crawfurd. 

No. IV. 

EXCHEQUER BILLS. 

tIk Exchequer bills, made out by virtue of an aft palled 
in the laft feffion of Parliament, for railing a certain futn of 
money by loans, or Exchequer bills, for the fervice of the 
year 1790, amount to the fum of * £3,500,000 

Exchequer, 

Pet . 3, 1790. Robert Jennincs. 

A 
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No. V. 

Account of money iffued to Meffrs. Neave and Aiflabie, 
for the purchafe of provifions for the troops in the Eaft and 
Weft Indies, in confequence pf the late armament 

,£.81,099 15J id 

'Frcafury Chambers, 

Dec. 4, 1790. Thomas Steele. 

An account of the expenditure for the armament.—And 
alfo, 

« The charges incurred at the War Office and Office of 
“ Ordnance.”—The titles being read, the papers and ac¬ 
counts were ordered to lie on the table. ^ 

Sir John Sir John Sinclair a Iked why no other papers'wSfe pit>- 
Sinclair. fented but copies of the two declarations and of the conven¬ 
tion? 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chanceli» ,s r'2ti t »rfwered, that they were the papers 
promifed to £e laid before the H,ohfe by His Majefty. He 
added that he fhould not name a day for.the Houfe to take 
them into conjideration before he was able to lay the ratifi¬ 
cation of the convention upon the table, which he expe&ed 
to arrive every day, but that travelling at this time of the 
, year was fo precarious and uncertain, that he could not pre- 
cifely fay when it would come to hand. 

^£r. Grey Mr. Gray afked whether the right honourable gentleman 
meant to move for a|iy other papers relative to the fubjeft 
before the Houfa, be^aufe many other papers and farther ex¬ 
planation appeared to him to beabfolutely neceflarv to ena¬ 
ble gentlemen to judge of the convention ? : ' 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt replied, that he could not know what 
papers the honourable gentleman alluded to, but he did not 
mean to move for any other papers himfelf, neither lad he 
received His Majefty’s commands to lay any other upon the 
table but thofe which had that day been prefented. 

Mr* Grey. Mr. Grey faid that he did not think the Houfe, without 
other papers, could go into -the difeuffion; but that un¬ 
doubtedly was not the fit moment for arguing the queftion. 

When the Houfe had refolvrd itfelf into a Comm', tee of 
t « Supply, and Mr. Gilbert had taken his feat at the table,' 

Mr. Hop- Mr- Hopkins obferved, that as the number of feamen for 
kins. which he meant to move was larger than that voted ‘during 
the courfe of the preceding year, he thought it neceflary to 
ftale to the'Houfe the reafon for the increafe. Laft year 
twenty thoufand feamen were voted, including 3600 ma¬ 
rines, which were fuffipent to man fixtecn guardihips, and 
fuch frigates and other fliips of war as were neceftarily em¬ 
ployed on foreign fervicet It was now, however, thought 
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proper to add ten more ihips to the Home eftablifliments, 

^ which, with the fquailron of fix fhips that had failed under 
the command of Admiral Cornifh, rendered an addition to 
the number indifpenfable. Upon the return of that fqua- 
.dron, it was the intention of Government to pay off ten 
fhips; the number of Teamen, therefore, neceffary for the 
fervice of the enfuing year might be taken upon the average 
fBL t 24,000, including 4,800 marines, which number he meant 
to propofe. Mr, Hopkins accordingly movpd the ufual re- 
folution fpecifying the number. 

Mr. Gilbert read the queftion, and was proceeding to put it 
to the opinion of the Committee, when # 

Mr. Rol/e rifing to exprefs his happinefs on hearing that Rollo 
^the numhei^f* marines was to be increafed, obferved that 
they were beyond difpute as fine a body of men as any in 
the kingdom, and far more ufefukon board our men of war 
than foldiers from a marching regimejjj^ He lamented that 
no mode of rewarding tht^marines'ftad beeTTy^t adopted; a 
dedu&ion was conftantly drawn from their pa$ and appro¬ 
priated to Chelfea Hofpital, and yet no provision was made 
for their invalids. He earneftly hoped, therefore, that the 
firft Lord of the Admiralty would add to the Celebrity which 
he had already created for his character, by taking the fubjeft 
under his confideration, and adopting fome mealure adequate 
to the caufe of his iemark. Mr. Rolle concluded with ob- 
ferving, that he underftood that a memorial on the fubjedt 
had been m-efented to the Board of Admiralty, and was now 
waiting f" their decifion, fvhich he rruitetl for the fake of 
the good o£^he fervice, and in juftice to the marines, would 
prove favourable. 

xJVlr. Gilbert now reported that the Committee had come 
to the following refolutions: 

u That twenty-four thoufand men be employed for the 
fea fervice for the year 1791, including four thoufand eight 
hundred marines.” 


“ That a furn not exceeding four pounds per man per 
“ month, he allowed for maintaining the fa id twenty-four 
** thoufand men for thirteen months, including ordnance 
fervice.” 

^^That the fum of one million five hundred thoufand 
** pounds he granted to His Majefty for paying off and dif- 
charging the Exchequer bills for the fervice of the year 
u 179c,’' and to be charged upon the firft aids to be granted 
in the next feffion of Parliament. 


The faid refolutions were, upon motion, ordered to be re« 
ported on the morrow. * 

JThe Houfe adjourned. 
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Tuefdayt December 7. 

When Mr. Gilbert had brought up the report of the re- 
folutions of the Committee or Supply, and Hated that it 
was the opinion of that Committee that 24,000 Teamen be 
voted for the fervice of the eufuing year; and when the fame 
had been read a firft time, 

Mr. Fox, Mr. Fox obferved, that he felt it necefTary to remind the. 
Houfe, that hft yer\v they had been called upon to’ vote two 
thoufand Teamen more than had the preceding year been 
deemed requifite for the fervice; it was impoflible, there¬ 
fore, for him, o^any member,of that Houfe, whoconfider- 
ed his duty, to vote for fo large an increafe of oxpence as 
was included in the vote of 24,coo feamem- wit hout having 
feme explanation from perfons of authority, to convince 
him that fuch an increafe was abfolutely neceffary; and 
therefore he muftjenuire an anfwer to one of the two fol¬ 
lowing queftio r fST*FirfEJ s ’Whether the propofed increafe of 
the number £f feamen was occafioned by our not being able 
to difarm lb completely nor fo Toon as could be wifhed, and 
therefore to be confidered as a mere temporary increafe ? and 
was it thought neceflary (by thofe who from their official 
fituations muft be better enabled to judge of the fa£t than 
he could pretend to be) to alter the policy of the country, 
and depart from the fyftem of force which had been thought 
adequate to the peace eftablifhment of late years, and to in* 
cur a greater expense. In the latter cafe, it vrauld be to 
avow, that the policy which h?d hitherto prevaned, in re¬ 
gard to the peace eftablilhment, was, upon exoe'Vnoe, found 
to be injudicious, and too fmall, and that a better and a dif¬ 
ferent policy was neceflary to he adopted in future. If (H 
firft of the two queftions was anfwered, and the reafpu af- 
iigned for the increafed number of feamen was, tnat wo 
could not difarm immediately, and therefore that the ex¬ 
pence was not designed to be permanent, but was merely to 
be confidered as a temporary inconvenience, he fhouldchear- 
fully give his vote for the 24,060 feamen, becaufe he thought 
it fafer for that Houfe to give credit to the King’s fylinifteVs 
for the proper motives of their condudl, and vote arr c£*lefs 
expence, than by an ill-timed negatiyenefs to refufe its afli’it- 
ance where the expence was unavoidable; but as muej^as he 
was a friend to a proper confidence in Minifters, fo was he 
a determined enemy to that blind confidence which was in 
fadt treachery to their condiments, and which that Houfe, 
if they meant to prove that they were what they pretended 
to call themfelvcs, the truftees and guardians of the public 
purfe, could not give without a facrifice of theij duty* If, 
therefore, he was told that the increafed expence wV* int^id- 
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ed to be permanent! and that 24,000 men were to be con¬ 
tinued as the necelTary eftablifhment of the country, before 
lie could Vote for the resolution, he muft require fome far¬ 
ther explanation than the Houfe hitherto pofieffed. He la¬ 
mented that a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) from 
whom he could expeft an anfwer with the greateft propriety, 
was not in his place; but as he faw thofeprefent who were 
* 4 ligh in office, and might reafonably be prefumed to fpeak 
from authority, he hoptd he fliould either jhear, that the 
propofed increase of feamen for the fervice of the year, was 
a temporary matter, or that there were private reafons for 
h, which poffibly it might not be fit to communicate to that 
Houfe; becaufe, unlefs ioine fuch anfwer was given, it ap- 
-^pparcd to,him that-the Houfe was juft as competent to dif- 
cufs the grounds of the increafe of feamen, as any council 
of the King, or any other perfon^whatever. 

Mr. Hopkins obfened, that from circumftances it Mr. Hap- 

was deemed ncceffary to keep ten Ihips of the ilrjp in commif- kin*, 
lion, in addition to the peatfe eftablifhment hitherto adopted; 
and that as Admiral Cormfh was gone to fea with a (quadrori 
of fix (hips, the whole number of feamen necefTary would 
be much larger than the number propofed; fout that when 
Admiral Cormfli returned, it was intended to pay off ten 
Ihips, and therefore 24,000 feamen was taken as a medium 
which upon the average would ferve for the enfuing year. 

This mode of ftatemrnt, Mr. Hopkins faid, cleaily in his 
conception, implied that it was only to he a temporary ex¬ 
pence, and that it was by mo means*to be confidered as a 
permanent e&:jhlifhment. 

Mr. Fox aiifwered, that this ftatement clearly went to Mr. Fox 
"Tll^firft of the queftions that he had propofed, and which 
Was^ehether the increafed vote of feamen arofe from the 
circunmance of our not being able to difarm entirely at 
•nee ? It therefore was to be confidered as a part of the 
•xpence caufed by the late armament, and as it was exceed¬ 
ingly material that the expense fo incurred fliould be kept 
diftinft from the expence of the curient fervices of the jear, 
hi couljjinot but obletve that it was, as far as it went, a de- 
r from the promife made to the Houfe laft week by a 
^honourable gentleman, that the whole ex pence of the 
pnt fliould be fpecially ftated, and its amount diftinttly 
provided for. 

Mr. Rofe allured the Houfe, that it was the intention of Mr. Rofe. 
his right honourable friend (Mr. Pitt) to bring the eftimates 
of the expence of the armament Before the Houfe in fuch a 
form, as to let them fee what the whole amount was, fcpa- 
ratdy and diftindUy from any jprt of the neceffary ex- 

peaces 
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pences of the year’s eftabliffmient, and to move to vote them 
accordingly. 

Mr.Mon- Mr. Montagu contended that it was not even prefumed 

tagu. that the whole of the expence of the armament was as yet 
before the Houfe, all the accounts upon the face of them 
profefling to ftate no more than that they were accounts of 
the different particulars u as far as they could be made up.” 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox declared, that all for which he wifhed was, that 
the Houfe keep the expence of the armament diftindUy 
in their view from the current expences of the enfuing year* 

• and from what had been faid, it was clear that the increafed 
expence of the number of feantfen, was imputable to the ar¬ 
mament rather than to any alteration of the policy of the 
country, in refpedl to what was deemed the neceffary peace 
eftablifhment. 

Mr, Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt (having entered immediately previous 
to the laft remarks^^ch were made by Mr. Fox) obferved, 
that he believ*tfT!enad Tieard enough to be able to colledt the 
meaning of *the right honourable gentleman, and to 
fuch an anfwer as he hoped would prove fatisfadfory* 
right honourable gentleman’s wilh, he conceived, was to 
know whether c the increafed number of feamen was to be af- 
crihed to the late armament, or to any change of policy in 
the country in refpedl to its fyftem of foice as the proper 
peace eftablifhment. To neither the one nor the other could 
the increafe be exclufively imputed, but partly to both# 
Inafmuch as it was not poffible for Government to difarm all 
at once, undoubted!y°fome part,* of the expence of the in¬ 
creafed number of feamen might fairly be aj^«bed to the 
late armament: he did not mean, however, t6 fay that keep¬ 
ing up fuch a number of feamen was folely owing to tb^ 

' event; he made no fcruple to declare that there were cjrfium- 
llances \i\ the prefent fituation of Europe which ordfioned 
His Majefty’s Minifters to think it neceffary to keep up an 
armament, for a time, of an increafed extent, w what, were 
the affairs of Europe otherwife fituated, they (hould have 
deemed neceffary, but the additional expence, he trufted, 
would be only temporary, and a few months, perhap^ would 
bring its neceflity to a period. ^ - 

# Mr. Fox Mr. Fox fuppofed that, from this fair explanation, he*W"as 
* now to underhand from the King’s Minifter that it wyfonly 
to be a temporary ex pence, but that there were reafons for 

* - an addition-to what had been heretofore deemed an adequate 

1 peace eftablifhment. Under that explanation he ihould 

cheerfully vote for the 24,^60 feamen. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt defired to be corredlly underftood* 
the 24,000 feamen had no^been moved in the Commiteee .of 
• Supply under the idea of a permanent peace eftaftij/hiipit. 



nor was it meant to hold out f*§ idea that wheja the ptefent 
circumftances altered, it would be right to go b^ck to the 
Jormer peace eftahlifliment. All that he wilhed was, that 
The Hpufe fhould alcribe the increafed vote of feamen to its 
true caufe, which he had before defcribed. r l hey had in 
that Houfe frequently heard a great deal of a well-known Re¬ 
port relative to the ftate of our national finances, compared 
with the amount of the national expenditure. He took that 
•^occafion* therefore, to obferve, that they were then cOme 
to a year, when it would be neceffary to exAnine the fub- 
jed, and by a revjfion of the whole, afcertain how far the 
Report to which he had alluded was corred, with regard to 
the peace efiablilhment fit f< ft this country to adopt and ad¬ 
here to, and it was peculiarly proper to begin a new Par¬ 
liament with bringing forward the confidcration of thofe 
topics; a precife knowledge of which was, at that time, not 
lefs important for them to pofiefs, % than eafy to obtain- Un¬ 
der that idea,. Mr. Pitt declared, take the mod 

formal means of comparing the expenditure wuij the income, 
and bringing the matter inMetail under the confideration of 
the Houl'e, 



1 he refolutions of the Committee were then, upon the 
queftion being put, read a fecond time, and agreed to. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt, after fome previous remarks, pro- Mr.jpiw. 
pofed to take the copy of the convention with the Court of 
Spain, and the other papers relative to ir, then before the 
Houfe, into confideration upon the following Wednefday 
fe'nnight- He added, that an intimatton hyd been given of 
an intention to move for papers farther explanatory of the 
convention, 1 *&nd the negociation refpedting it. Whether 
any fuch motioh was intended, he could not pofiibly fay; 

TffhWjeing of opinion, for one, that no papers, excepting 
thoie\already before the Houfe, could be neceffary, and that 
the coiiv^jti ^n on the face of it afforded fuffic<ent» grounds 
to enable thteHoufe to come to an approving vote, he (hould 
certainly oppofe any fuch motion, and he hoped the majority 
of the Houfe would vote withjiim ; but at any rate, he faw 
no reafon why the motion for papers, fliould any he moved - 
for, might not come on the fame day with the confideration 
o^b^onvention. 

Grey declared it was his intention to move for fuch Mr.Grey* 
paperwelative to the convention, as he thought abfolutely 
neceffary for the information of the Houfe, previous to 
their entering on a difeuffion of the fubjedl of the conven¬ 
tion ; he hoped, therefore, the rieht honourable gentleman 
would .poftpone his intended motion* fgr the confideration of 
the convention till a future day; or at leaft, that he would 
^OL.XXViU, H fufrr 
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buffer his motion for papers to have the precedency, and 
come on firft. 

Mr* PiH* Mr* Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that he had no obje&ior 
to let the honourable gentleman's motion for papers come 
on firft; but as that motion might be negatived, (and he 
hoped it would, being of opinion that more papers were un- 
neceflary, and that the convention, prima facie , afforded fuf- 
ficient grounds to decide upon its merits) the confideration^ 
of it would ve^py properly follow the difpofal of the motioir 
for papers. 

Mr. Pitt thinking a formal order of the Houfe neceflary, 
moved, <c That the copy of the convention, and the other 
“ papers relative theteto, laicl upon the table by His Ma- 
€t jelly’s commands, be taken into consideration next Mon- 
** day.” Ordered. 

The Houfe adjourned.^ 


t 


Mf* Fox 


J^dncjday^ 8 th December • 

Mr. Fox/prefented a petition^Signed by feveral ele&ors of 
Weftminfter, againft the determination of the Medl Com¬ 
mittee on the right ot elefi ion. r I he lame being read, was 
ordered to taken into confideration on the 28th day of 
February next. 

Mr. Foxy when he prefented the above petition, obferved, 
that he had, laft year, told the lubfciibers that he confidei- 
ed the petition to be a work of fupeierogation, and perfefliy 
unneceffary, hut as they perfifted in their wifh to iJrve it 
prefented, he thought it his duty to comply with their re- 
, quell, and imputed their pei it'verance in their opinion to a 
determination to put their fenfe of the majf^'to which the 
petition rtterred, hevond all quellion. 

The Houfe adjourned. ' * 


Ihurfday , Qth December. 


The following paper was, this day, prefe^il: 

“ To the Honouiable the Commons of Great Britain, in 
Parliament aflembled. 


« The Petition of JOHN HORNE TOOKS^Efq* 

« Sheweth, 

" THAT your petitioner now is, and at the time of the 
Jail eleftion for 'A eltmmfler was, an eledlor for Weftmiuller, 
and a candidate reprefent the faid city and liberty in the 
piefent Parliament. Xk'at in the faid city and liberty there 
are feventeen thoufyno, two hundred and ninety-one houfer 
holders rated in the parilh books unreprefented in Parlia¬ 
ment, and without thrmeans of being repre&qted therein, 

^aldSoughjj 


• N 



A. ifto. D "E B* A kT i «»', 

although, by direft and indireft taxation, they Contribute 
to the revenue of the State very confiderably more than thofe 

\fcho (end a hundred Members to Parliament. That at each 
of the three laft elections for Weftminfter, (viz. in 1784, in • 
1788, audio 1790,) notorioufly deliberate outrage, and pur- 
pofcly armed violence was ufed ; and at each of thofe elec* 
tions muider was committed: That for thefe paft outrages, 
if there were no Attorney General, no Government, and 

* no Legiflature in the land, not the leaft redrtfs has been ob- 
tained, not the leaft punilliment, nor even the lead cenfure 
inflicted, nor has any remedy whatever been appointed or 
attempted, to prevent a repetition of fimilar outrages in 
future: That, at the eleftion for Weftminfter, in 1784, a 
ferutiny was demanded on behalf of Sir Cecil Wray, which 
was granted on the 17th of May, 1784, and with the ap- 
piobation or diiedlion of the then Houle of Commons was 
continued till the third of March, 1785, when a very fmall 
compatative progiefs having been .rand* ./viz. through the 
fmall parifh of St. Anna, and not entirely though St. Mar¬ 
tin’s, leaving totally untouched the paiilhes of St. George, 
St. James, St. Margaret, St. John, St. Paui Covent Garden, 
St. Mary lc Strand, St. Clement, and St. Martin le Grand,) 
the faid ferutiny was, by the direction or approbation of the 
Houfe of Commons, relinquilhed without effedl, after having 
lafted ten months, and with an expence to Sir Cecil Wray 
of many thoufand pounds more than appears by forhe late 
proceedings in Chancery to be the allowed average price of 
a perj^etual feat in the Houfe of Commons, where feats for 
legiflation are as notorioufly rented and bought as the Hand¬ 
ings for cati 1 ^ at a fair. 

<c That on the election for Weftminfter in 1788, there 
^>g an abfolute and experienced impoflibility of determin¬ 
ing ^he choice of the eleftors by a ferutiny before the return¬ 
ing olw, a petition againft the return was preffiited to the 
then Holfe of Commons, by Lord Hood, and another peti¬ 
tion alfo againft the return was prefented by certain electors 
of Weftminfter, and a Committee was in confequence ap- 

• pointed, which commenced its proceedings on Friday, April 
thjt^B, 1789, and continued till June the iSth, 1789, when 

^Jie Committee, (as able and refpedtable as ever were fworn to 
try and determine’the matter of any petition) on their oaths 
<c Refolved, that from the progiefs which the Committee have 
hitherto been enabled to make fmee the commencement of 
<c their proceeding, as well as from an attentive confide- 
€i ration of the different circiraftances relating to the caufe, 

<4 a final decifion of the buiinefs % before them cannot take 
€t place in the com fe cf the prefent feffions, and that not 
improbably the whole of the pzefent Parliament may be 
' Ha 11 confumed , 
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11 idftfumed in a tedious and expenfive litigation .”—'“ Re* 
a folved, that from the neceffary length of the proceeding, 

<c and from the approach of a genera! eledion, which mufi 
u occur not later than Spring 1791, (nearly two years more) 1 
<c the profecution of the caufe on the part of the petitioners . 
tc promifes to be fruitlefs, as far as it refpe&s the reprefen- 
“ tation of Weftminfter in the prefent Parliament.*—“ Re- 
u folved, that it be recommended to the petitioners to with- : 
“ draw their petitions under the fpecial circumftancesof the 
w cafe.” That (notwithftanding this extraordinary, and 
perhaps unparalleled, application from a Court of Juftice to 
its fuitors) Lord Hood, and the other petitioners, having 
refufed to withdrrLv their refpcctive petitions, the proceed¬ 
ings of the Committee continued till the 6th of July, 1789, 
when a very Imall comparative progrefs having been made, the 
petitioners* from a convi&ipn of the impoflibility of anyde- 
cifion by the Committee, were compelled to abandon their 
petitions without or tendency towards effefl, af¬ 

ter a tedious aj<d expenfive litigation of three months and 
three days ; and with an expcnce to the petitioning candL 
date of more than 14,0001. 

a That under thefe circumftances, as the petitioner de¬ 
clined demanding a ferutiny before the Returning Officer, fo 
is he compelled to difclaim all ferutiny before a Committee 
of the Houle of Commons. For although that a<S (the 10th 
of George the 11 Id ) by which the faid Committee isappointed, 
recites in its preamble, that <c Whereas the prefent mode of 
f< decifion upon petitions complaining of undue elections or 
u returns of Members to ferve in Parliament, frequently ob- 
u ftrufts public bufinefs, occafions much expcnce, trouble, 
u and delay to the parties, &c. for remedy thereof, 
yet it would be lefs expenfive and lefs ruinous to the # vfeti- 
tioner to he impeached, even according to the prefer^*node 
of conducting impeachments, and to be convicted fjjio of real 
crimes, than to be guilty of attempting to obtaivjuftice for 
himfelf, and the injured electors of Weftminfter, by the only 
mode of decifion which the new remedial ftatute (the lorh of 
George the INd.) has appointed for that purppfc, however 
well adapted that mode of decifion may be to fettle the qnPp^ 
ed claims of the proprietors of fmall boroughs, for wfopfe 
ufurped and fmuggled intereft alone the framers of that bill, 
<pnd of thofe bills which have been fince built upon it, feem 
\-jtp have hard any real concern. 

'V “ That by the cjth of Anne, chap. 5, the right of eleAors 
(before unlimited by quaIiJJ£ation in the ohjefts of their 
choice) is reftridled in ckies and boroughs, to citizens and 
burgeffes refpeftively having an eftate, freehold, or copy- 
hold, for their own relpeftffe lives, of the annual va(ue qfr 

tb/ee 



A. 1790. D ^|| 

three hundred pounds above reprises. . That this very mo¬ 
derate reftriflion, (however vicious in its principle) leaving 
afc*citizen$ and burgeffes eligible poffeffing lifeeftates, free¬ 
hold or copyhold of the annual value of three hundred 
pounds, will henceforth ferve only as a fnaie to the candi¬ 
date, and a mockery of the eledlors, if fuch candidate pof- 
feffing a life eftate of three hundred pounds a year, mull ex- 
yiend fifty thoufand pounds (and there is no probable appear- 
¥ ance that a hundred thoufand pounds would be,fufficient) in 
attempting, by a tedious, expenfive, and inelieilua! litiga¬ 
tion, to fuftain the choice of his conftituents, and to prove 
himfelf duly elefled. t 

“ That though the petitioner complains (as he hereby 
does) of the undue election and return of Lord Hood and 
the right honourable Charles Fox, to this prefent Parliament, 
for the city and liberty of Weilmipfter, yet is the petiti¬ 
oner, by a perfection and profeription of more than twenty 
years, difabled from making that pifcuniary^facrifice, which 
by the prefent new mode of inveftigation is (and ought not 
to be) ncccflary effeflually to prove fuch undue return ; and 
. yet the petitioner fully trulls, that notwithftanding a very 
great majority of the Houle of Commons, (for,fo it /fill con¬ 
tinues to be ftyled) are not, as they ought to be, elected by 
the Commons of this realm, (in any honeft meaning of the 
word “ Commons”) and muft therefore naturally and necefia* 
rily have a bias and interefl: againfl a fair and real reprefen- 
tation of the People; yet the petitioner fully trufts, that 
he lhall be able to lay before ) Committee, u ehofen ard fworn 
to try and dofermine the matter of this petition,” evidence of 
fuch a natuie}*as that the Committee will, on their oaths, 
think properto report to theHoufefome refolution or refo* 
lutiohs, other than the determination of the return, and that 
the will make fuch order thereon as to them fhall feem 

proper ” nd the petitioner doubts not, that as im elefior 
at leaft, heTl'nll, in confequence, receive fuch redrefs as will 
be much more important to him, and to the electors of Weft* 

minfter, than any determination of the return,” 

• 


< 


it had been read by Mr. Hatfrl, * 

r. Pulteney rofe, and contended ngainft the impropriety 


Mr. 


of referring the petition to any Committee, becaufe, al- Pulteney, 
though it did complain of an undue ele< 5 Hon and return, yet 
theobjefl of the petitioner did not appear to be. the obtain- 
ment of that redrefs which a Committee of the Houfe, con- 
flituted under the authority of ^^kGrenvi!le , s a&, was en¬ 
abled to give, but rather to be an invention, the obje& of 
w^ich was ultimately to frame a ^ill for the general reform 
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ofjparliamentary reprefentation, and therefore, Mr. Pulte- 
ney faid, it did not appear to him to be that fort of petition 
which the Legiflature had in its contemplation when it pa {&< 
Mr. Grenville’s adl. 

Mr. Mr. Jckyll obferved, that whilft he coincided with the fen- 
Jekyll. timents of the honourable gentleman who fpoke laft, he could 
not avoid adding, with equ»l indignation and aftonifhment, 
that the petition was full of matter libellous to the conftituv 
tion of that Houfe, and extremely impertinent and-irrelevant 
to the view with which eledlion petitions were ufually pre- 
fented. He therefore thought that no day ought to be ap • 
pointed for balloting for a Committee to try its merits, but 
that notice ftiouFd be taken of the infult conveyed in the ex¬ 
traordinary language of the petition, apd a cenfure palled 
upon it from the Chair. Mr. Jeky 11 appealed to the Speaker, 
whether, vcrfed as he undoubtedly was, in the rights and pri¬ 
vileges, and rules and forms of proceeding in that Houfe, he 
had ever heard (hclffl^etition read before ? Petitioners ought 
to come there with clean hands, not load their petitions 
with matter that was irrelevant, impertinent, and libellous ; 
for fuch he deemed the fubftance and the language of the 
prefent petition to be fraught with. However well its com- 
pofition might be, anJ however fit to rank with the philo- 
1 ( logical Diverfions of Purley, he was fatisfied that no day 

ought to be appointed for it to he taken into confideration, 
for which rcafon he moved that it be rejeded wi.h fcorn and 
1 contempt. 

Matter of The Majltr of thc\ Rolls faid, the prayer of the petition 
the Roll*. W as fo ambiguoufly worded, that there wasjffarcely any 
knowing what the petition meant. If he recollected rightly, 
there was the phrale 44 other than,” towards the end of if. 
but then the petitioner complained likewife of an undu«' 3 iec- 
tion and return. 

The petition having been in part read again, jf 
The The Speaker obferved, that with regard to t^cflyle of the 
Speaker, petition, he believed there could be only one opinion in that 
> Houfe. Every Member who wilhed to fuftain the dignity 

of character which every honeft man mull be anxious to pr.'*- 
lerve, would naturally feci the fame fentiment od^gving 
heard fuch an outrage upon decency, and fuch an impudejtuy 
marked contempt of that Houfe as the petition amounted to; 
and therefore -the confideration would eafily be decided upon ; 
but there was another matter relative to the petition, and 
that was, as'the petition complained of an undue elc&ion and 
* return, whether the Hoi^fc could get rid of it under the im¬ 
perative words of the and whether they were not com¬ 
pelled to name a day for itsconfideration, under the exprefs 
words of the claufe which" had been read at the table. / 
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Mr. Chancellor Pitt admitted that the petition was^jfc- Mr. Pitt, 
doubtedly an outrage upon decency, and a libel upon Par¬ 
liament ; but he trufted that the charafter of that Houfe 
was, at all times, fo fuperior to fuch an attack, that it 
would, perhaps, be defending too low, to notice it at all. 

%ith regard to appointing a day for confidering it, the let¬ 
ter of the law, which preferibed the rules of proceeding in 
all cafes of eleftion petitions, muft be obeyed. Whether 
any notice fhould be taken of the violent outrage upon their 
dignity, or whether it fhould be treated with contempt and 
fcorn, was a queflion for another day, when, if the contempt 
and fcorn it merited were n^t fufficient in the eyes of any 
gentleman, other modes of laveritv and punifhment were in 
their' power ; but the queftion then immediately before them 
was, whether the words of the aft of Parliament, which 
were clearly imperative, did notjeave the Houfe without 
any option, and made it impoflible that they fhould aft 
otherwife than name a day for the conlideration of the pre¬ 
lent petition. \ # 

Mr. Pulteney ftill contended that the petition ought to be Mr. 
Tejefted, which he the rather advifed, fince no injury could Pultcncv 
be done to the petitioner by it, as he might offer another pe¬ 
tition properly drawn up and fit for the Houfe to entertain 
before the fourteen days, to which the receipt of eleftion pe¬ 
titions was limited, fhould have expired. To argue that, 
becaufe the petitioner had ufed the words that u he com- 
“ plained of an undue eleftion and return,” in a petition, 
which ftates that the petitioner had no hopes of redrefs from 
a Committee of that Houfe, and that they are unable to af¬ 
ford him redrefjs, for that Mr. Grenville’s aft only referred 

the eleftions in fmall boroughs, the Houfe muft entertain 
fucfKi petition as that was, could only be confidered as a 
mere rockery. 

Mr. irWro oft faid, that the petition did not appear to him Mr. 
to be fuch VX^etition as came under the aft of Parliament, Bearcro 
which that Houfe undoubtedly would, with great nicety and 
fcrupuloufnefs, obey ; but they were not bound fo rigidly 
t*> obey that or any other aft of Parliament as unneceffarily 
to adept a libel upon themfrlves, who were the only Court 
rf{$T>leof trying the merits of the petition, if it were fit 
that it fhould be tried : every Court had its diferetionas to 
certain points. Suppofe any man were to draw a bill of in- 
diftment to beprefented to a grand jury, and jnftead ofthe 
mere proper fuhjeft matter, when fuch a bill were prefented, 

. a grand jury were to find a libel^oon their foreman and fe- 
veral of the jury, fluffed into thethiddle of the bill of in- 
diftment, would not the grand Jury rejeft fuch bill, and 
ppmplain of it a$ a libel to the Court before whom the in- 

diftments 
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f ments they found Were to be tried, who would not only 
they did right to rejeft it, but punifl) the party ; fo in 
the prefent cafe, the petition ought, in his mind, to be re- 
jefted. 

Matter of The Afafter of the Rolls thought that if the petition were 
the Rolls, much more extravagant and abulive than it was, if it put in 
iiTue the complaint of an undue eleftion and return, the 
Houfe were hound to entertain ir, and fix a day for its con- 
fideration. The whole queftion was, whether it did put thfe 
complaint oran undue election and return in iflue? It cer¬ 
tainly complained of an undue eleftion and return, and he 
was almoit inclined to agree with the honourable gentleman 
over the way (Mr. Pulteneyj that it did not put the com¬ 
plaint in iiTue; at any rate, it relted on the ftrange phrafe 
u other than/’ but if thole words were to be underftood to 
mean the fame as the worvl “ befides, ,, he fhould think the 
complaint was pur. in ilu/e; and therefore he would advife to 
refer fo much of ‘The petition to the Committee, and no 
more. 

Sir Wm. Sir William Youn* wiflied the Houfe to confine iheinfelves 
Youngi to the point whether the petition came fo ftriftly within the 
purview of the aft of Parliament, that a day muft be fixed 
for its confuleration. The petition did nqt come within the 
purview of the aft of Parliament, fince the hearing a peti¬ 
tion, as direfted by the ndt, muft be conftrued to the hear¬ 
ing a petition that was a petition, if he might fo phrafe it; 
but a petition without a petition, did not fall within the aft. 

In the prefent c^afe, the petition had no petition in it; it al- 
ledged many extraneous matters, and complained of an undue 
eleftion, bur itc prayer was not that the returif.might be fet 
afide; it profefled that the petitioner had no hopes that it 
would be fet afide, but ftated other expeftations whojjty fo¬ 
reign to that objeft. Sir William faid, he could not of a 
fudden refer the Houfe to precedents, but he reep^fted one 
about the year 1743, when a petition from Maj^itone to that 
Houfe had been prefen red. That petition contained imper¬ 
tinent words and refleftions on the Houfe, which were fe- 
verely taken up, and the parties puniflied. 

Mr. Mr. Mortis (Member for Caine) analyfed the petition, 1 to 
Morris, prove that it was not fuch as any of thofe which vreY&f r P“ 
perly denominated eleftion petitions. It did not alledge a 
* f-dfe or a douhle return, corruption and bribery in the can¬ 

didates, undue influence in the returning oificer, nor any 
other of’theufual alligations. It began with complaining 
that feventeen thoufandJjoufeholders had no right to vote, 
not that they had voWnuwithout having the right; nor, that 
having the right, they had been prevented from exerciftng * 
their franebile. 


Mr, 
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Mr. Fox admitted that the aft of Parliament in queftion M r< 
was an aft concerning the obedience to which that Houfe 
wc/uld proceed with great circumfpeftion. It was, indeed, 
an aft that ought to be ftriftly obeyed, as to the letter of it, 
by that Houle. Having heard the petition read three times, 
he was fure it did complain of an undue eleftion and return, 
but as another learned gentleman had well obferved, it did 
’not put the complaint to iffue. The queftion therefore was, 
did the law require that each petition lhould *put the com¬ 
plaint it alledged in iffue ? Moft certainly it did not. It 
expreffly enafted and direfted, that the Houfe lhould refer 
all petitions complaining of afi undue elefti»n and return to 
the inveftigation of a Committee. The Houfe was bound to 
obey that direftion,’and had no right, upon the plea of a 
petition containing irrelevant matter mixed with a complaint 
of an undue eleftion, to make that ^ pretence for affuming to 
themfelves a right to exercife a difcretion which the law of 
the land had taken out of <heir hands. If they once broke 
through the aft, they would by degrees render themfelves 
obnoxious to the imputation that they were delirous of get¬ 
ting hack thofe faftions, which were ftated to have been fo 
much abufed before Mr. Grenville’s aft paffed, imputation 
which it was their duty moft fcrupuloufly to avoid. He 
lhould, therefore, vote for referring the petition to a Com¬ 
mittee. One thing was in their judgement, and that’he 
lhould recommend to the Houfe on this occafion to exercife—* 
the time when any petition lhould be taken into confidera- 
tion. They had a right, atnheir pleaftire, to fix what day 
they chofe fci the confideration of the petition juft prefent- 
ed, and from the peculiarity of the cafe, and Angular ftyle 
of the petition, he lhould hope that the Houfe would not 
take a diftantday, but, on the contrary, fix on as early a day 
as pofliblc# 

Mr. Cham'ellor Put obferved, that he was inclined to 
entertain fome’doubts upon the fubjeft, when he heard re- M 
fpcftable perfons differ in opigion, but that he was happy 
to find that the right honourable gentleman oppofite to him 
thought as he had ftated his opinion to be in his former 
fpgedi. He agreed entirely with that right honourable gen¬ 
tleman, whole oblervations had great weight in them, and 
particularly the fuggeftion towards the end of the right ho- 
honourable gentleman’s fpeech, concerning the propriety of 
naming an early day. He declared he had then* read the 
concluding words of the petition carefully, and It was dear 
to him that the Houfe had no optioirp 4 j ut were compelled to 
refer it to a Committee. He put the cafe, that a petitioner 
had fhortly and nakedly infertecU in his petition, that he 
-^flfiTplained of an undue eleftion and return, and laid nothing 
Vol. XXVIll. 1 more? 
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more- Would the Houfe have rejefted it ? He believed not. 
As to the libellous matter, and the extraordinary and inde¬ 
cent outrage upon the Houfe, it did not alter the complaint 
of an undue eleftion and return, and every gentleman knew 
that their Committees had the power, and frequently did 
make fpecial reports in fpecial cafes. In their repoit, the 
Committee moft probably would take proper notice of the 
libel, and hold the libeller out to punifhment; and if they 
lhould not, k would then be time enough for the Houfe to 
do whatever lhould appear to them to be proper, and in fo 
doing, the right would devolve to them regularly, after 
having obeyed jhe aft of Parliament. But the petitioner 
had Hated, that, in confequence of the profcription he had 
fuffered for near twenty years, he wasdifabled from defray¬ 
ing thofe expences necefTaiy to carry on a trial of the merits 
oi a petition before a Committee. What was that, but his 
own fuppofition ? He might he in an error as to the amount 
of that expence. A petitioner npght be an ignorant man in 
anen or; not that he meant tc Hate the prefent petitioner 
as an ignorant man; he well knew that he was not ; but it 
was poflible for an ignorant petitioner, through an error of 
his judgement, to alledge as a reafon for thinking he could 
not profecute the trial of the merits of his petition, what the 
Houfe would know was not founded, and therefore by no 
me^ns fit ground for the Houfe to aft upon, and difobey the 
politive letter of an aft of Parliament. He hoped, for 
that, and other reafey^s, that there would be but one opinion, 
and that would* operate againft fwerving fiom the aft. What 
the right honourable gentleman had faid, which was of the 
gieateil weight with him, was, that they ought not to let 
in the opportunity of refuming by degrees thofe funftionrs 
which the law of the land had clearly taken out of their 
hands. When the Committee lhould make tWr report, 
they might ftate the libel; it would then be^fijr them to 
aflert the honour of the Houfe, enforce the fefpeft due to 
them, and punilh the offence. He inoft perfeftly agreed, 
that the day of conlideraticn lhould be as early as poflible, 
that the petitioner might be bound to enter a recognizance, 
and abide the confequence of his petition. 

A motion was then made, “ That this petition he taken 
ci into confideration on Tuefday the 24th day of May next.” 

An amendment w.as propofed, by inferting u the 4th day 
“ of February next;” and the fame was, upon the queition 
put, ordered accordingly., 

Mr.Burkc Mr. But kc adverting/ to the neceflity of afeertaining the 
mode of proceeding on the impeachment of Governor Haf- 
tings, now depending hffmc the Houfe of Lords, obferv^d, 
that there coi Id be no duTereuce of opinion as to the im¬ 
portance 
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portance and magnitude of the obje&, fince it might affedl 
the judicature of the Houfe of Lords, and the very exift- 
ence of the Conftitution itfelf. His wi(h, therefore, was 
to form what he fhould propofe rather fuitably to the gra¬ 
vity of the matter, than to any difficulty that might be 
conceived to exift in the thing itfelf, becaufe he did not be¬ 
lieve that any doubt on the fubjeft of the rights and privi¬ 
leges of that Houfe was harboured in the prefent cafe. He 1 

had looked back to fucli precedents of former impeachments 
as had been attended with circumftances at all fimilar to 
thofe which had attended the impeachment of Mr. Haftings, 
and the precedent he fliould fcle£t would J>e a precedent 
taken from the time when the privileges of that Houfe were 
heft underflood, from a time when the moft conftitutional 
Houle of Commons that ever fat was in exiftence; in 1678, 
when that Houfe, which in a former Parliament that had 
been firft prorogued and afterwards di{{hived, had proceeded 
to inquire into the ftate of tjje impeachments of Lord Arun¬ 
del, Lord Powys, Lord Petrie, Lord Kellafyfe, and Lord 
Danby. At that time the Houlh of Commons made an 
order, that a Committee be appointed to infpedt the Jour¬ 
nals of the laft Parliament, to inquire and report tin* ftate 
of the impeachments of the laft Pa Lament, and report it 
on the morrow. The only objection to that piecedent was 
the too great generality of it, which the nature of the cafe 
then called fur, and which it was wife for that Houfe of 
Commons to adopt, though it would he^nwife for them to 
follow it implicitly at prefent-. In 16785 the'ohjett of the 
Houfe was twofold ; to afcertain the ftate of the profecution 
of the inquiry into the Popifli plot, and alio of the profe- 
cution of the impeachments of the noble Lords whom he 
had mentioned. It was therefore wife in that Houfe to 
make the-ir jefolution general, hut he fliould only follow it 
in its principle as his objeiEl was a (ingle one. Having faid 
thus much. Mi. Rurke read his intended motion, as follows 
•~ u That this Houfe will to-morrow fe’nnight refolve itfelf 
c< into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to take into con- 
u fiieration the ftate in which the impeachment of Warren 
<c Haftings, Efq. late Governor General of Bengal, was 
" lrfr ax the diffolution of the laft Parliament.” When that 
Committee fliould have made its report, it would then re¬ 
main for the Houfe to take fuch fteps as might conduce moft 
to their honour, to the fubftantial purpofes of juftice, and 
to the fupport of the Conftitution, fo as to enable them to 
liand it down to their pofterity with aH^the energy and pu¬ 
rity with which they had received it from their forefathers 
Jjands. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor. Pitt declared,,-that he was perfe&ly ready 
to concur with the right honourable gentleman in his mo¬ 
tion, and was exceedingly glad that he had adopted that 
mode of proceeding, which, whatever diffeienct of opinion 
thae might be upon any of the important and ferious topics ^ 
involved in the queftion of the impeachment, that difference 
did not call for difcuffion at prefent. The motion would 
neither prejudge nor commit any man, be his fentiments 
what they \night; he hoped, therefore, that gentlemen 
would avoid entering into a difcuffion at that time, as they 
had nothing which called for conteft before them : he was, 
for that reaion* induced to flatter himfelf that the vote of 
the Hofe would be unanimous, as the queftion related merely 
to the mode of proceeding to be adopted in future. 

Mr. Mr. Bajiard laid, that although he gave his vote for the 
Baflard. p re fent queition, the H»ufe mull not he fuprifcd, if on the 
enfuing Friday he ihould oppofe the Speaker’s leaving the 
chair, which, he conceived, wpuld be as proper a way of 
bringing the difcuffion forward as any other. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwned, that if there fhculd be 
any difference of opinion to a continuance of impeach*. . 
mem, notvwihftanding a dilfolution of Parliament, it mull 
be a feparate dilcufiion, but he hoped the Houfe would not 
be prevented from entering into the fuileft difcuffion of the 
whole fubjoft, and ti.eiefore trufttrd that no gentleman 
would refill the motion for the Speaker to leave tde Chair, 
without winch he c^id not fee how the general queftion could 
be gone into.* Fot his part, ,his opinion wa - decided on the 
queition whether an impeachment ended with a Parliament 
being diSolved ; hut every gentleman muft remember there 
were two cjueliionsto come before them, lirft the right, and 
then the difererion; in other words, whether they might go j 
on with the impeachment without beginning 4 $ novo 9 and 
next, if they might, whether they i*ould or \? 6 t ? 

Mr. Mr. Bajlard begged to he under/}ood, that he was not 
Baftard. foppoiing that there was a doubt whether the Commons had 
not a right to go on; but* he did not fee the neceffity of 
going into a difcuffion of abftrafl queftions and opinions; it < 
was dangerous to difturb them; and he had ever underftood, 
that in all well regulated governments, abftradfc queftions 
were never fuffered to he agitated. Nor did he fee any ufe 
in doing fo; if an abflradl propofition got upon their Jour¬ 
nals, it.ought not to he left there as a mere dead letter; if it 
was once voted, they muft perfift and follow it up as they 
ought to do, which Jpt Ihould be for, provided any fucb ab- , 
ftract queftion were voted; but, in his opinion, the heft 
queftion to take the fujjjedt up upon would be, whether tha/^ 
Houfe Ihould go c-n with the impeachment ? 

Mr, 



A. *79°* DEBATES. 

Mr. Mitford confidered the motion as prejudging a queftion 
that remained to be difeuffed, unlefs a reference was had to 
the Journals, and an extradt read from them, by which the 
Houle v.'ouid learn parliamentary that an impeachment had 
\>pc n proiecuted by the laft Houfe of Commons, becaufe, 
Mr. Mitford contended, that this Houfe, bting a new one, 
could not, as a Houfe, be feppofed to know w hat the laft 
Houfe of Commons did ; however well he, as an indivi¬ 
dual, in common with thofe who had been members of the 
lad Houfe, knew that an impeachmenr had been proiecuted* 
Mr. Mitford concluded with declaring, that unlefs a refe- 
lence was had to the Journals, he lhould not agree to the 
motion. * # 

Mr. Burke declared that the queftion of right was not an 
abftradt proportion*; they mull found their particular prac¬ 
tice on general principles, otherwife their pra&ice would 
contradict their theory, and their theory contradict their 
prafiice. The honourable gentleman had faid, that if they 
voted the quell ion of right, it muft be followed up by per¬ 
illing with proper fpirit; ’'undoubtedly it muft. and he did 
afluie the honourable gentleman, that thole who propofed 
the one, meant to puifue the other. Indeed, frem every 
tiling which he had heard, and which had gone ahioad, it 
was rendered ten times more neceflary to diicufsthe queftion 
of right and to decide upon it, than ever. With regard to 
the neceftity of having the Journals referred to, ;n order 
tiiat the Houfe might be acquainted with the exiJhmesof the 
impeachment, f r the feke of thofe vrfio were ne^ members 
of Parliament, he would fnove to have the refolutions of 
laft year read, and he moved accordingly. 

Mr. fox remarked, that although lie did not objedl to the 
motion, he did to the neceflity of reading the refolutions, 
hi caufe every member is fuppoled to have their Journals, and 
evei y fubjedt is bound to read the Votes of iHe Houfe of 
Commons, which as far as they go, are as much law and as 
proverbially fo as any other legal documents. If he had 
never been in Parliament belore, or never been in London, 
Jje was bound to have known what had pafled in the laft 
Parliament. 

• Mr. Mitford admitted that what he had heard had fatisfied 
him, and llienccd his objection. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt recommended to vote the resolution 
moved unanimoully, without reading the extradl from the 
Journals, which was not only unnectffary, bift might bring 
another queftion into difeuffion. 

Mr. Burke confented. 

The queftion was then put and carried. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Mr. 

Mictord. 


Mr. 

Burke. 


Mr. Fox. 


Mr. 

Milford p 
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Friday , December ZO. 

Mr. Wil- -^ r * W~ l &erforce obferved, that after the notice he had 
ber force. E* ven » he did not conceive that more was neceflary than to 
move. That the Houle fhould, on ThurfJay next, refolvje 
them tel ves into a Committee of the whole Houle to con¬ 
sider of the African Slave "1 rade, as a pievious ftep to the 
revival of the fame kind of Committee which, during the 
courfe of the .preceding year, had been appointed to examind 
evidence laft year. 

Colonel Colonel Tarleion wifhed that the fubjefl might receive a 
Tarlcton. full inveftigation, and that all the evidence which tended to 
illuftrate it be brought forward in the moil prominent point 
of view, as he was convinced that the more it was the ob- 
je£t of attention, and the more fully and clearly the fads 
were Hated, the more conlpicuoufly would the abfurdity and 
impracticability of the encf propofed appear. The honoura¬ 
ble gentleman who had made the motion, no doubt, was 
entitled to much credit and applaufe for the zeal, integrity, 
abilities, and perfeverance, with'which he had fupported a 
meafure which he confidered as falutary, but which, if car* 
ried into effect, would prove ruinous to a mod confiderable 
branch of Hri'SifH commerce. It was rather ftrange that 
7 two oppofite claims fhould at one time proceed from the fame 

fide of the Houfe. Yet fuch was the cafe at prefent; for 
while His Majefty’s Minifter was bringing forward plans 
* for the augmentation of the revenue, the honourable gentle¬ 

man was labouring, otz his part, to diminifh the trade from 
which the revenue mull be drawfi. He ventured, however, 
to predict, that the common lenfe of the empire would ft rail- 
gle this modern attempt of miftaken philanthropy. 

Sir AV. Sir William Young exprefled his hopes that as much time 
Young, had been already fpent on the bufinefs, the honourable gen¬ 
tleman w^rild not carry the evidence to an indefinite length. 
If he found that it continued to be fpun out, he (hould cer¬ 
tainly conftder himfelf as at liberty to make a motion to call 
the attention of the Houfe at once to the main bufinefs. He 
had intimated this not with any intention of immediately 
carrying it into effe£l, but that the honourable gentleman 
might take his menfures accordingly. 
f The Houfe refolved itfeif into a Committee of Supply, 

Mr. Gilbert in the chair. 

Mr. Pitt* Mr. Chancellor Pitt Hated, that by the account on the 
table, the expbflce of the late armament in the Navy de¬ 
partment amounted to 2,465,421!. Of this fum 650,000!. 
was already provided foe*? there remained to be provided for 
1,815,421!.; and according to the information which he 
had received, the fum to be deducted for the value of ftores 

charged 
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charged in the general account, and remained unconfumed, 
could not be lefs then 250,000!. The net fun^ therefore, 
for which he was to move on this head, was 1,565,42th 
Agreed to. 

he total expence of the augmented eftablilhment of the 
army was, by the account, 224,017!.; of this fum 160,cool, 
was provided for. The additional fum which he had to 
move, was 64,0001. ^ 

General Butgoyne rofe and faid, he meant not to oppofe General 
the reiolution, being fully fenfible, that when expences Burgoyne 
were incurred for the public fervice they muft be paid; but 
as that, he believed, was genefclly eftee/nedrfhe proper time 
for every member who entertained doubts as to the propriety 
of any parts of the Accounts fubmitted to that Committee, 
to ftate them, he thought it his duty to declare, that unlefs 
he heard fome farther explanation rlfpedting the independent 
companies, and the 40,000!. charged as their expence, he 
ihould fay the meafure was # the moft ill-judged, viewed in 
^point of armament, and tlitf moft Javifli in point of eco¬ 
nomy, of any he had ever known to have been adopted. 

• The General reminded thofe gentlemen who had fat in for¬ 
mer Parliaments, that as the mode of recruiting die army had 
been often difeufled, it was not, he faid, neceflary for him 
to ftate what had been his opinion; but it had been laid 
down and admitted as a principle, that the beft mode of re¬ 
cruiting the army, fo as to adapt it to a war eftablifliment, 
was to recruit the old corps inftead of railing new ones. 

How great then was his aftonilhment, !ind that he would 
fay of every military man with whom he had conveifed on 
the fubjedt, when they found a levy adopted that rendered 
the principle impracticable. The fum of 40,0001. he de¬ 
clared, muft fall far fliort of the expence adtually incurred 
by that improvident meafure, and he was perfuadetj wl\en 
the whole amount of the charges was completely before 
them, thefadi would turn out as he had Hated. After con¬ 
tending that recruiting the old corps was the wifeft plan 
of reinforcing an army, and fpeaking in terms of praife upon 
the Recruiting fervice, as eftahlifhed on the former fyftem, 
th^General paid the higheft compliments to the offer's of 
the old corps, who, he faid, were the moft gallant and dif— 
tinguifhed men that ever made a part of the military efta- 
blilhmenr of any country. He next entered *at fome length 
into a variety of calculations, to (hew, hy compfrifon, that 
the mode adopted of railing one hundiftl independent com¬ 
panies, which had, he under floods Seen the intention, had 
the war gone on, would have fcoft the country a fum enor- 
moufly larger than the men might have been obtained for if 
the old corps had been recruited inftead of railing new com¬ 
panies. 
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panies. In drawing this compirifon, the General dated fe- 
veral minutl computations as to the expence of the pay b* 
the different officers and men, which we cannot retain^ but hi > 
principalJiatement we believe to be this : 

Levy money of each company at 3I. 3s. a man— 104 mfin 
—327I. 12. Half pay of a Captain, Lieutenant, and En* 
fign, at about 1 os a day, and valued at ten years purchafe, 
1825I.—Totf/i 2152I. 12s» each company, which divided 
by 104, (the fupooled number of the company) it produces 
20I. 13s. and a fraction the firft coft of each man. The 
coft of officers alone upon an hundred company, ha I they 
been reduced rWb day after tfieir appointment, would have 
been about 182500!. The pay of the officers till reduced 
would have been about an hundred pounds a day, or 365001. 
a year, fo that had the ;var continued about fix years, the 
levy might have been furly e(limated at above 40L a man, 
under the fpecious delufive appearance of 3I. 3s. 

After re.tfoning for foms time 0 upon thefe computations, 
he faid he had heird it in converfation fiated, that the plea 
for retorting to the mode of recruiting by railing independ¬ 
ent companies, and giving rank to officers, had been, that 
the men could not he got otberwite, not at live pounds a 
man perhaps. But had Government given ten pounds with¬ 
out the comperition of new corps, he believed every Colo¬ 
nel of an old regiment would have pledged him (elf for the 
fuccefs, and much more than 100,000!. would have been favrd. 
He lamented, r. s he~h:id often done before, that there was 
no Commander in Ohief to arifwsr for the advice be gave 
on military matters; a circumftance that appeared to him 
likely to prove a misfortune to the army, and produce dan¬ 
ger to the conftitution. After more observations, the Ge¬ 
neral concluded with declaring, that if what he had faid 
fhould be disproved, he fhould he glad to have caufed a fa- 
tisfa&ory explanation to be given. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that if the honourable 
General thought himfelf weM founded in his remaiks which 
he had made, he irufted that he would make them the fub- 
je& of a regular motion, when the Houfe might enter upon 
that laijppf inquiry which was not fit to he entered upon 
now, ancf when the whole expence of the new levies, with 
all the addition made to the half-pay lift, would be laid be¬ 
fore them. Hrf»csn}iId wifli that gentlemen would fufpend 
their opinion till tfiat^nroper time for inquiry, and till the 
proper documents coultyje laid before them. The honoura¬ 
ble General’s remarks wer£ chiefly founded on the propriety 
of recruiting the old regimmts inftead of raifing independent ^ 
companies, and had onl^ noticed the objection to the plan'" 
which he recommended, incidentally as it were, at the con- 

clufion 
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conclufioil of liis fpeech, viz. the difficulty of redrafting th£ 
ild regiments. The queftion, at the' regular difcumon of 
..he bulinefs, would be, whether this difficulty was not fo 

rcat as to render his plan impracticable, and whether Ay 
Anode but that which had been adopted, could have beer! 
found to raife a fufficient number of men at an eafy expence 
with the difpatch which the exigency of the cafe required. 

J11 eftimating the expence of the addition teethe half pay, 
the honouiable General, he was perfuaded, would find that 
he had been greatly miftaken. He had calculated that all 
the officers of the independent companies were to be put 
upon the half-pay lift, and fhadc no allowance for the re¬ 
lief which the lift had received in the firft inftance, by ap¬ 
pointing officers to thofe companies; circumftances which 
were both to be taken into the account, and which, when 
the account came to be made up, 'would reduce the expence 
much below his calculation. 

General Burpyne admitted that recruits for the old regi- General 
ments could not be procured at five guineas bounty; but Burgoync 
contended that they might have been obtained by railing the 
bounty to ten guineas, or more, if required, at a lefs ex¬ 
pence than the new levies had coft, and withoflt making any 
additional burden to the half pay. + 

Mr. Chancellor Pin having premifed that 1 he honourable Mi. Pitt. 
General had admitted that fifteen and twenty guineas bounty 
had been given, remaiked, that if that was \neceffary, it fol¬ 
lowed of courfe that men could not*luve,been found for 
the old regiments, in the ordinary wav* at ten guineas. 

The Scctetaty at JVat tbierved that, in confequence of the Secretary 
moll accurate and full enquiries, he fliould not hefitate to at War. 
declare, that 40,000!., the fum ftated in the account, would 
be the total amount o\ the expence of the new levies. The 
great bounties which had been given, could not b§ charged 
as an expence to Government, bccaufe all above the bounty 
allowed was paid by the officers as a premium for their pro¬ 
motion, Tliele companies were not intended to be formed 
into diftm£t corps, to add to the ex pence of the Staff, but to 
complete the old regiments intended for fervice. ltjyas the 
duty of His Majefty’s Mimfters to take every j^Elicable 
meafure to hnften recruiting the army. Thisjllreafure had 
-been adopted, and experience had proved it tB be effectual. 

Six thoufand men had been raifed by itJuras many weeks, 
and he had no doubt but the whole lranber wanted would ^ 

have been raifed in lefs than the time fpecified. . 1 

« Colonel Phipps remaiked, that a certain number of regi-Colonel 
ments had been kept upon the peace eftablifliment for two Ph»pp».V 
reafons ; the firft, that the country might always have at _ 

command a fufficient number of officers formed and pradHfed ~ 
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far fervice; and the fecond, that in cafe of war, recruits be* 
ingincorporated with experienced foldiers, might be much 
fooner lrained for fervice, than if embodied by themfelves,, 
a|jd that prodigious facrifice of men, which had been the 
tonfeijuence, lafl war, of fending new regiments on foreign 
ftivice, would, of courfe, become prevented. In purfuance 
of thefc piinciplcs, the old regiments would have been re¬ 
cruited on the moil economical plan, inaftnuch as no more 
bounty was p!,id for each man than in time of peace. All 
the sell would have been by the officers, who, independent 
of their aulci in the fervice of their country, would ha'.e 
vied with one another in completing their companies, as on 
their priority in doing that, the dates of their commiffions 
was to depend. It was aifo to be recollttfed, that in the 
lafl war independent companies were added to the regiments 
on foreign fervice, ft r the purpofe of recruiting them, and 
i ;o companies raifed in the mode propofvd would have been 
little more than two 'o each regiment. 

Mi\ Mr Francii ohferved, that tly? reafon alldged for keep- 

lnanns. U j> a great nominal peace eftablilhment, which had been 
emphatically called an army of officers, always was, thar 
by filing up Jthe old regiments, great advantages were to be 
obtained in point of discipline, and the necelfity of new le¬ 
vies prevented; and he contended that it was an abfolute 
fraud upon the Public to keep up this highr peace eflablifh- 
. mcnr, and then, when the alarm of W3r came, to make new 
levies. 

Mr. Titt. Mr. Chancellor P'jit remarked, that the honourable gen¬ 
tleman had been told, fr.:m authority, that the independent 
companies were railed for the purpofe, not of forming new 
corps, but of recruiting the old regiments. It was, there¬ 
fore, „ unfair to argue upon them, as being what they were not 
intended to be. 

Mr. Fox. Mf fiox anfwered, that his honourable flit nd was not very 
far wrong ip calling one hundred independent companies rtu.v 
corps. He-did not pretend to know how far the appellation 
might be correct in a military lenfe, but in the fenle on 
* which he had ‘argued, it was flri£Hy proper. When the 
peace a^gbliihmerit was formed, having then the honour to 
lie in offfl^hehad yielded to the arguments of his friend's, 
and agreed Tc%keep up a greater number of regiments on a 
fmall fcale as ttf^ien, or an army of officers, as it had been 
called, on t^£ priif^le that when neceffity called for it, fuch 
an army could be rendered fooner fit for fervice, and at a 
Jefs expence, than any other. Since that time, the principle 
had been much extended ; and he admitted that it was a good* * 
principle, if llridlly followed. But if, as had lately been the 
cafe, it was found that the regiments on the eftablifhment 

could 
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could not be completed, when wanted for fervice, without 
the expence of new levies, let not gentlemeh deceive them* 
felves, and fuppofe that by incurring the one expence they 
were to avoid the other. He admitted, that in eftimarfcg 
she whole expence, the relief given to the half pay, in the 
firft inftance, ought to be deducted; but it remained to be 
feen whether that dedu&ion would prove confulerahje. 

. Mr. Chancellor Pitt infilled that the independent compa¬ 
nies were not new corps, in the ufual acceptation of the 
term; that being intended fo recruit the eld regiments, and 
to be added to them, they came ftiiftly within the principle 
on which the peace eltabllfhment had i)een faitl to be 
founded. 

The Secretary at 9 War faid, that the officers of the inde¬ 
pendent companies were taken from the half pay, or from the 
old regiments which they were intended to recruit. 

General Pur^oyue remarked, that it was now become uri- 
neceflary to repeat bis arguments on a fubje£l which both 
fidei of the Houfe were pledged to bring to a future difcul- 
fion. He had concluded that no additional officers were 
• wanted for an augmentation to the army of ten thoufand 
men ; and if officers had been wanted for the Recruiting fer- 
yice, they might have been taken frem the half-pay lift. 
Many officers would have readily come into full pay for that 
fervice only, and returned to half pay when it was over. The 
Secretary at War had aflerted that he had good grounds for 
ftating that the 140,0001. charged in the account would in¬ 
clude the whole expence. As that wJs the cafe, lie would 
be able to inform the Houfe of a circumftance concerning 
which many were anxious to hear, what was to be done for 
thole officers who had been Hopped in raifmg their companies 
before they were completed, or what allowance was to be 
made to them for the great additional bounties jliey had 
P^d. 

1'he Secretary at War declared, that the returns were not 
all made to the War Office, ^nd therefore he could not give 
a nrecife anfwer to the honourable General’s queftion. He 
could only affure him, in geneial terms, that a liberal atten- 
tjpn would be paid to the officers who had raifed^ly part 
of th*eir companies. . ^ 

Colonel uarleton thought that the old regiments might 
have been recruited by a more liberal alloyvance to the Colo¬ 
nels ; but the mode which had been adored, if mot the molt 
economical way of raifing men, was the readieft way to fill 
L »the phalanx of patronage. 

Colonel Phipps contended, that to give more money to the 
Colonels of old regiments, was to fofe the energy of recruit¬ 
ing. Officers fent on that fervice, from old regiments, could 
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not he expe&ed to make fuch exertions, from a fcnfeof duty, 
as thofe who were engaged in it as the price of promotion, 
nor could they afford to fpend their own money to rail®- men 
for the Public. 

Mr. Mr. Thompfcn (Member for Evefham) begged leave to re- 
Thomp- rom J the Secretary at War, that he had firft ftated that he 
tea, knew the expence of the independent companies could not 
exceed 40,000! and aftei ward* that the returns were not 
all come in. iUow, as the account ot the expence could not 
be made up without the returns,*the right honourable Se¬ 
cretary could not \ e correft in both cales, and he wifhed for 
fome expl mation^on the ful>je£V 

Mr*Put. Mr. Chancellor Put obftrsed, that the 40,000! included 
only the bounty money, arid that there would ceitainly bean 
addition for the half pay. 

The zefolution was agreed to. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt iiated that the expence in the Ord¬ 
nance department had been 301,4761, of this 150,000!. had 
been r«ca\edon the vote of credit; theic rema neJ 151,476!. 
to bt voted. Agieed to 

1 he fums iffued for proufions for the tloops in the I aft 
and Aft eft Ind^s amounted to 81,0991., of this 40000I. Ind 
been paid out of the vote of credit, and 41,0991. remained to 
be voted. Agrttd to. 

Mr. Gilbeit left the chair, and the repoit wis ordeied to 
he received on Monday. 

1 he Houle adjoumpd. 

f ^ 

* Minda), \$tb December 

Mr*Grey. Mr Gtoy prefaced his intended motion for papers refjeft- 
mg the Convention, with the rtnmk, thn he \dinred and 
felt, in all its fou , ihc lalu ary wildom of the L gill it uie, 
which veiled the lepaiate right of negocnting treitie* of 
alliance, ind of war and ^cacc, in the cxecutnc power It 
was to this * maple, maintained and iupported by ttl£ 
Houfe, thatwe owed our honoui and rank among the na¬ 
tions of Europe But if this principle was lo (acred, how 
were we toleeure *t inviolate, wl ere weic we to look for the 
prefervation of this power fiom abufe, but to Pirliunent * 
If it were for the intereft of the country, and for the ho- 
n&b of the Crown, that the p wer of negocianon fhould be 
io lodged and fo confined, it was equally neceffary that Par¬ 
liament fhould tike proper means to guard agamft the abufe 
of it, by exercifing its undoubted light and mod valuable 
privilege, the right of inquiry I and it was a firft principle 
lo that Houfe to aicertain when inquiry might be adopted, 
without the lmalleft degr^. of danger. Upon the prefent 
occafion, he flattered himfelt that there could be qq lmpro- 
* a v priety 
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j^Rety in addrefling His Majtfty* thjit he might gracioufly 
pleafe to order certain papers to be laid before the Houfe, as 
it was highly neceflary that they fhould enquire into the ne¬ 
gotiation, before they proceeded to form a judgement re- 
fpefting the convention. It was upon that principle, and 
with a view to enable Parliament to judge from the paft 
what they had to expeft from Adminiftration in future, that 
he had moved for papers in the laft Parliament. A vote of 
approbation would be premature, unlefs papers^vere obtained 
and laid upon the table. Without them, it would be im- 
poflible to know* whether the late difputes had been owing 
to the Teftlefs ambition andeunjuft claims.of Spain, or to 
the ralhnefs, prefumption, or ignorance of His Majeftj’s 
Minifters. Without the neceflary papers, it was difficult 
to decide whether we might not have gained all the boafted 
advantages, which its advocates iihputed to the Convention, 
at a much lei's expence than that which had been incurred. 
He was at a lofs to form a cpnjetiure from whence an oppo- 
fition to his motion could atife. Eut ii had been faid, with 
a marked confidence, that the major ity of that Houfe would 
, go with a perfon high in authority in rejecting the motion 
which he fhould have tire honour to offer, lnvfuch a cafe, 
he could only fay, that he fhould reft latisfied witli having 
done his duty, and was confcious that no one reasonable ob¬ 
jection could be offered ngainft the motion, and that the 
journals lufficiently teftifieil that fuch motions were fcarcely 
any of them refufed. In the cafe of Falkland's Iflands, and 
even in the convention of *1739, tiKhe papers demanded 
were laid before the Houfe, and a body of evidence produced, 
before they were called upon to pafs a judgf ment upon either 
treaty. The affair of Falkland’s Iflands was the molt ana- 
lagous to the convention of any upon the journals. T hey 
ought, in the prefent cafe, not only to fee the treaty itffelf, 
but every part of the negotiation, as every meafure takes 
itS^colour from the means ufed to tfteti it. In the exalted 
ftate of the country no man re;ojc» d more than he did, and 
he preferred peace to any thing Ihort of the honour of the 
narton; but our debt had been aggravated by the addition of 
three millions. Allowing this convention to be as good as 
he thought it bad, (and he had no fcruple to fay he thought 
it the worft that coula have been made) however great our 
country’s fituation, it would be contrary to the gravity of 
that Hoiffe to vote applaufe without inquiry. If it fhould 
be found that the meafure had been protratied through the 
jgnorance, the prefumption, or the ralhnefs of Minifiers, 
were they to praife thofe whom they ought to cenfure, per¬ 
haps to impeach ? Mr. Grey took c^cafion to allude to Lord 
Grenville’s letter to the city, which noble Lord, for his 
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im and laborious fervices in the chair of that Houfe, 
h« I'uppofed, been promoted to a Peerage. Indeed, all the 
right honourable gentleman’s Peers were railed for their 
eminent and ditf inguifhed lerviccs, as it was well known the 
right honourable gentleman, in the diftribution cf his fa¬ 
vours, .always adh*d on the moft difinterefted motives. Lord 
Grenville had, in his letter, ftated the pacific inclinations of 
Spain in laft, and yet, to the furpiife of every body, 
the preparations were continued with increafed alacrity and 
extent, ^*urdy, upon this account alone, information, pre¬ 
vious to a vote of approbation, was abfolutely necfflary. 
To fome it might appear, that the principle of the King’s 
mefiage had been receded from, and that what was at firlt 
ftated to be an abfoluie light, had been’negociated away to 
a conditional light. Paptis might prove that there was 
wifdom in the moderation which had fucceeded to menaces. 


But let ihe convention be ever lb good, they ought to know 
that rr was i'o, before they came to a vote upon it. To 
fome, however, it m : g..t appears had convention. Whether 
good or had, ftill «\ip i* were necf ffiiry, becaufe approbation 
without inquiry loft half its wi-.ght. If the right honour¬ 
able gentleft&n had a£ted like a pet foil who had done his 
duty, and had no parts of the bufineft tocvnceal, he would 
cheat fully meet the motion, and be obliged to him for hav¬ 
ing' made it. Mr. Gie\ added, that it was rot his intention 
to revive any of the ri/hr htmouiable gentleman's language 
cn the budget, and lbs fuhieqmnt hints that we were likely 
to enjoy a continuance ot pcao*. When f ■ is Mnjcfty had 
cal lid upon that lluub*, Lift fdkon, to aftift him to fupport 
the honour of the country, there was not a diffentient voice; 


there w.u no hetir ltion ; thev gave a vote of credit to the 
Mmifler for a inill.on, for which lie made a bad return then, 
if he refilled to give thorn the papers which they aiked. Had 
not the whole argument. Lift lWfion, relied on the danger of 
dilciofing State fecrets pending a negotiation ? That danger 
no longer exifted;’the negoci.vion was at an end, and the 
treaty brought to a termination. '1 he funftions of the 
Houfe of Commons were ohviouily changed; they werelio 
longer to watch anil to enquire. They might give a vore 
of credit for every thing to the Mincer, who could, to 
fuch a Parliament, fay, “ We have faved a war, and have 
pf 44 expended thiee millions.” That was no matter; they 
were to fee, hear, and fay nothing ; they were to make no 
retrofpeft, and have only to look to the halcyon days of 
peace; this language, as long as he had breath, he declared, 
jie would oppofe. Minifters were bound to (hew whether 
we had incurred fo large ?r» expence through the ambition of 
Spain, or through their own ignorance and cegled. Thofe 
* who 
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who would vote with them, without explanation or inquiry; 
he gave them joy. Mr. Grey having remarked, that Mini- 
fters could have no motive hut fear to prevent the negoti¬ 
ation being made public, contended that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer flood pledged, in the laft Parliament, to lay 
the papers before the Houfe on the dofeof the negociaiion ; 
but lie fuppofed that, inftead of ailing that open part, he 
would take refuge in his old fort refs of confidence, and 
might think it prudent to teach the new Parliament the blind 
confidence of the o'd; for, if this was not a cafe worthy of 
inquiry, no cafe would ever be prefen ted, more ftrongly de¬ 
manding an inveftigation. in conclufion # Mr. Grey de¬ 
clared, that if any perfon could Hate one poffible danger, and 
public inconvenience-wliich might refult from his motion, he 
would confent to wirhdraw it. The argument of all the 
friends of the right honourable gentleman, laft feffion, had 
gone to prove, that if negociations were developed, pending 
their being in treaty, dangejr muft arife; but when they were 
over, then papers might be Safely called for. What was theif 
become of the right honourable gentleman’s courage and pru¬ 
dence r Did his courage confift in bold and boalitng after*- 
tions, when he was fure that thofe aflertions cot^id not be put 
to the teft, and his prudence in concealing all which he had 
done, when the danger of difeovery was at an end ? The 
extracts from the journals, relative to the motions for papers 
25th of January, 1771, having been read, at the defirS of 
Mr. Grey, he afterwards moved, m 

u That an liumlde addrefe be prefented £0 His Majefty^* 
“ that he will he gracioufly pleafed to give directions for co- 
ct pies of all demands and requifitions made by His Majefly’s 
u Minifters for adequate fatisfn&ion from the Court of Spain, 
“ for the a£t of violence committed in the port of Nootka, 
ft by an officer commanding two Spanifh ftiips of war, and 
£c for reftitution of the vefl’els belonging to His Majefty’s 
and navigated under the Britifli flag, which 
“ were captured in the fa id port, together with the anfwers 
<f to the laid requilitions, and of all requifitions made to the 
u Court of Spain by any of His Majefty’s Minifters fince 
“ the receipt .of the firft intelligence of the armaments car- 
<c *ryi«ng on in the ports of Spain, and of all letters and in- 
c< ftruCtions on the faid matters fent to any of His Majefty’s 
“ Minifters at the Court of Spain, and df all aiiairs relative 
u thereto, received from the faid Minifters by any of His 
u Majefty’s Principal Secretariesof State, or other Minifters 
<c at home, to be laid before this Houfe.” 



, Mr. Pelham feconding the motion, contended that every Mr. 
Member ought to be in pofleffion of the contents of ,the pa- Pdhanri* 
J>ers inqueftion,before he could fatisfy himfelf, and give soon- 

feientious 
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^^tiou8\vbtefor tlitconvtehtion. If tft£ pipers were fe* 
fitted, the Houfe would become abridged of the firft of its 
moil important privileges—the privilege of inquiry} and if 
they gave up the right of trying the mtTits of foreign nego¬ 
tiations, all power to prevent evil would be done away, and 
the Houle would fink into mere auditors of accounts. The 

?[Ueftion was a great conftitutional queftion, and to exclude 
rom that Houle the right of foreign inquiry* would lead to 
endlefs wars and difputes. Mr. Pelham entreated gentlemen 
hot to give that blind and implicit confidence to the Mini- 
iler, which fome, iu the lnte Parliament, were not afhamed 
to contend for^is parliamentary. He afferted, that it had 
been the opinion of all Europe, that our armaments had been 
prepared not merely with refpedl to what related to the dif¬ 
ference about Nootka, an f d that opinion was ftrengthened by 
the prefent increafe of our naval eftablifhmenti in ten fail of 
the line over the ufual peace eftablilhment* He knew that 
motions for papers were deemed the caprice of individuals, or 
the riifere efforts of curiofitv, and that it was confulered a$ 
ah adt 6f fpirit in Minifters to refufe them ; but that was a 
falfe and idle notion. He mentioned, that the publicity of 
affairs in a ifeighbouring country, which formerly kept her 
lectets more clofe than any other in Europe, and the publi¬ 
cation of a certain correfpondenfce, (the Due de Vaugu yon’s) 
had manifefted the extent of our armament, and raifed the 
jealoufy of all Europe. The Spanifii Court thought that we 
had fome ulteripr objefl: beyond the difference about Nootka. 
It was, therefore, more neceflary than ever to enquire. 

TVlr. Mr. tVilbcrforce riling to oppoie the motion, obferved, that 
Wilber- he did not doubt of being able to convince gentlemen, that 
force. the true dignity of the Houfe would be belt maintained by 
refifting : effectually the prefent, and every fimilar motion, 
made ui^ler the like circumlhnces. He contended, that par- 
1 amentary inquiry ought not to befet on foot without ftrnng 
grounds of fulpicion, or manifeit blame; and that an inquiry 
ought to be confidered ofioo»much importance, and of too 
much gravity, to be applied for on grounds of fimple curi- 
ofity. He alked gentlemen, whether they muft not be con¬ 
vinced, that fhottlti jfte motion be agreed to, the quantity of 

frs that would fe neceflarily produced, from a long ne- 
ition, might afford foundation for fotne cenfure. He 
he was not afraid of what he had advanced, and again 
would affert, that in a long negotiation, fomething might be 
found 6n which probable dfounds of blame might be con¬ 
ceived, utetil farther, and ft ill farther explanation fhould b&. 
given. He fliould be the laft man in the Houfe to give up the 
right of inquiry; but hejfarould referve it for important oc- 
;fions, and ndt agree to its eftercife oil every petty ftfrit- 

mons, 
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tnons. He contended, that thenegociation relative to Falk- 
land Ifland was materially different from the late negociatioh 
with Spain ; in the affair of Falkland Ifland, there was a re- 
fervation of right; in the prefent, no fuch refervation was 
maintained; Party at that time ran high ; he well remem¬ 
bered that impeachments were threatened, and blood, blocks, 
and gibbets were mentioned. Minifters had, in the late ne- 
^ociation, avoided the evils of war; they had made an ami- 
table fettlement between the two countries, %nd opened a 
*yay for advantageous treaties ; and, Mr. Wilberforce added, 
that, for his own part, he could truly declare, that he and 
his conflituents felt thankfully to the Mincer for his con¬ 
duit; and the prefent Houfe of Commons would alt honour¬ 
ably to themfelves, and advantageoufly to their Country, 
fliould they adopt the conduit of the former Parliament, itl 
giving to Adminiftration that confidence which they highly 
merited from their paft conduit. All the power and autho¬ 
rity of that Houfe dwelt in # the opinion of the people, and 
that would foon be loft, if, upon fuch occafions, they grant¬ 
ed the exercife of the right of inquiry. Mr. WilberforcC 
conceived that the approbation of the convention given by 
the firft city in the kingdom, (London) was much more to 
be attended to, than the idle gratification of a few indivi¬ 
duals. He maintained, that in the mefTage, the declaration, 
and counter declaration, and the convention, the Houfe was 
in pofleffion of papers fufficient to form a judgement: he af- 
ferted, that it would he found, upon coqjparinjg the language 
of Spain with the conceflions in the convention, that we had 
gained every thing we had a right to expelt, and more than 
the meflage appeared to promife. Where was the fufpiciotl 
Which could (land againlt theft broad falls ? Who would 
ftate any good ground for fufpicion ? He hoped that the ap¬ 
probation of the Houfe would no longer be withholden from 
Adminiftration : he called for that approbation, and tor due 
confidence, from a new Parliament, with the greater readi- 
nefs, becaufe they were juft come frdm their conftituents, 
whofa favourable opinion they might wifh to maintain, but 
whi§h they mufl defpair of acquiring by a wanton and un- 
necefliry 'jjercife of the privileges of the Houfe. 

Mr* tV'u lam reprobated the fallacy of the pofition, that hifr; 
the Houfe was not to enter into any luch inquiry as the pre- Windham 
fent—into the conduit of Minifters refpelting the molt im¬ 
portant negociations, without it is evident, dn the. face of 
them, that Minifters have been to blame, or afforded ftrong 
ground of fufpicion. It was a moft unconftitutional doltrine 
in concerns that involved in them nearly four millions of 
public money. Should they not examine and enquire into 
the wifdom of the expenditure ? It was the duty of Parlia- 
Vol. XXVIII. * L * taint 
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ment to enquire, unlefs falutary reafons could be afligned for 
not producing the papers requifjte to elucidate the fubjeft. 
The honourable gentleman had faid peace was a good thing : 
undoubtedly it was; but had his honourable friend never 
heard of a bad peace ? It was not true that peace was always 
better than war. If any peace was good, why did we ex¬ 
pend fo much in preparing for war, when peace could have 
btru obtained on iome terms or other, 1‘oonei, perhaps, than 
had been thv cafe, and at a Ids expence? It peace was "a 
hlefling, and a blefllng moil drfirable to this country, let 
■ hem examine why peace had been fuftered to be fo long in 
danger.. No occafion could pccur for papers that was more 
impoitant, or Hiore neceffary to be taken advantage of. As 
to what the honourable gentleman had faid of the laft Pai- 
liament’s anlwer about the inquiry, he would appeal to all 
who then lat in that Houle, whether the general turns of ar¬ 
gument had not been, that pending .1 negociation, to grant 
j .rpt’is might be dangerous, but when the negociation lhould 
b* 9 concluded, the objection would be done away. It would 
be a mortifying nul humiliating circumftance to the Houfe, 
lobi called on to approve the convention, without an in- 
quny haviqg previoufly taken place. His honourable friend 
hid ulid an md.gritied phrafe, when he faid their laudable 
v aloulv was merely calculated to pique the vanity of the 
light honourable gentleman at the head of Adrnmiftration. 
Mr. Windham concluded with declaring, that he thought 
the rein la 1 ot the papers afforded a ft rung ground of fufpi- 
r : ^n that rhc«coi;dj 5 l 6 t of Minifters would not hear an in- 

qf-y. 

Mr. Mr. IVilbc. force begged leave to remind his honourable 
friend, that lie did not ft ate that papers were never to he 
produced, hut when there was upon the face of them blame, 
and fufpicion of blame, imputable to Minifters; but that it 
ill became the dignity or gravity of that Houfe, to call for 
papers refpecling a negociation, unlefs, upon the faceotit^ 
there were fome Itrong grounds of fufpicion. 

Sir \V. Sir IViUiam Young declined, he was fatisfied that the 

Voung. piiviVge of inquiry ought not to he wantonly excrcifed* It 
was not a queftion whether the Houle had any fuch right, 
hut whether, upon the face of the condu6f of Minifters* 
there appeared any point which rendered its exercife necef¬ 
iary ? Tire honourable gentleman who fpokelaft had, doubt- 
lefs, read the trial of Algernon Sydney, and knew that dif- 
jointing a fentence would give an entirely different meaning 
to any paffage; fo it had happened with his honourable friend’s 
obfervation, which, by a very little confufion, had been per- 
verted from its meaning. Sir William advifed the Houfe, as 
the difference was terminated, not to ule too high language, 
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? go again into the quarrel, and rip up all the grivances which 
had been forgiven. 

Mr. Jckyll remarked, that he was well aware that feveral 
perfons amongft both the reprefentatives and the conflituents, Jckyll 
w^re, notwithftanding that they did not appear inclined to 
caft a cenfure upon Minifiers, extremely anxious to fee the 
papers that were now mo veil lor, in order to know what opi¬ 
nion to form on the convention, and to afcertain how lb 
large a fum as the cxpcnccs of the armament amounted to had 
;"brfen employed, and what were the objefls acquired, and 
their lelative value, by lo long a nrgociation, and fo exp 11- 
five a pieparation for war ? This was a very^prevalent curi- 
ofitv without doors as well as within. Conventions and 
treaties between this country and Spain had exifted from fo 
dillant a period as the reign of Queen Elizabeth; but the 
prefen t was new in its nature, andaltogether unprecedented. 

Ari idea had already gone abroad, that the much-boalted fur 
trade, ot which they had liea/d fo much, confided in nothing 
moie than a parcel of catfkius, not worth taking; that the 
right honourable gentleman having annihilated fmuggling up¬ 
on our coafts, was determined to enforce the prevention of 
illicit trade in the Pacific Ocean ; but if this wereithe projedt, 
he was a little at a lofs to know how it was to be e lit died ; 
perhaps n fquadron was to be Rationed off Cape Borne, for 
the purpofe of watching the fmugijlers! With regaid to the 
whale filhery, it had been confidently afferted that the whales 
never (hewed their nofes in thofe feas # in which our (hips 
were by the boundaiy drawn in the convention to go ; and 
that even if our (hips caught any, the Spaniards might feize 
upon the (hips and freights, and conduit them into their 
ports. On thefe accounts, therefore, many perfons both 
within and without that Houfe, who did not with to blame 
' Minifiers, wi(hed extremely to learn the grounds of the con¬ 
vention. As to the Members theipfelves, how were t 1 :ey to 
^nudefftand the merit of that treaty, which they were to he 
called upon to approve, unlefs the papers in queftion were 
produced, and an inquiry into the grounds and progrels of 
the negotiation inftituted. What were they fent there for, 
but to enquire and make themfelves mafters of the grounds 
^updh which the public money was voted ? If the neceffary 
. information was refufed them, they might juft as well be 
fent back to their conftituents as ufelefs reprefentatives, and 
leave every thing to Minifters to manage as they thought 
proper. With regard to the doltrine afferted by the honour- 
| able gentleman below him, (Mr. Wilberforce) he had never 
heard a more dangerous ner a more unconstitutional doc¬ 
trine. Mr. Jekyll took notice of Mr. Pitt’s having, on 
Tuefday fe’nnight, expreffed a wifti, that a motion for pa- 

L 2 pers 
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pers might be negatived. When a Minifter talked in the 
optative, Mr. Jekyll faid, he Toon changed to the potential} 
and as there was but little difference in the moods, he might 
be expe&ed to go to the imperative, adfaltem . For his part, 
he had, laft year, given his confidence tp Minifters, under 
the idea that it was dangerous to call for papers relative to a 
negotiation ftill pending, and from understanding that when 
the negociation was terminated, the papers would be pro¬ 
duced, and hw Should have an opportuivity afforded him of 
judging upon the policy and prudence of the meafure. 

|flr. Ser- Mr. Serjeant IVatfon obferved that, in his opinion, pa- • 

jeantWat- pers were now called for, not from afuppofition that gentle- 
(on. men were unable to comprehend the convention without 
them, but from an aflumed motive of curiofity; when, in 
fa£t, the great ground of oppofition was not a laudable cu¬ 
riofity, but a fpirit of oppofition, a love of warfare, and a de¬ 
termined effort to keep aniinofity alive, and to raife into 
exiftence again that difference, and blow that flame which 
had happily been laid in quiet*. The Serjeant a(ked, was it 
more likely that two countries that have been on the eve of 
a war, and are fortunately reconciled to each other, would 
become better friends from being forced againft their incli¬ 
nation to go over the ground of quarrel again, and trace 
back all the unpleafant fteps which they had fo irkfomely 
trbdden together, or, by forgetting what was paft, and bu¬ 
rying every trace of it in eternal oblivion ? Was it not, there¬ 
fore, more fatisfa&ory to fee, in refinance to the demand 
then made, the negociation ended, with the pofitive admif- 
fion of the rights of this country in feas and lands to which 
Spain had long claimed the whole and foie dominion. To 
countenance the motion, and put it upon the moft harmlefs 
footing, would only gratify an idle curiofity, and as it might 
be at the expence of raifing frefh quarrels, he thought it much 
more prudent to give the motion his negative, and prevent 
• the poffibility of the mifehief. «■ * l-s 

Mr. Mr. Lambton remarked, that if a laudable and neceflary 
L&xnbton. endeavour to bring forward an inquiry into the grounds of 
a treaty, which had coft the country three pillions and up¬ 
wards, and muft occafion heavy and grievous burdens to be 
impofed on their constituents, were to be fhamefully. m’rfire- 
prefented as an idle curiofity, hp trufted that, in fpite of op- 
poiition, this fpirit of curiofity would exift in fyll activity 
as long as the duration of the Houfe of Commons. He de¬ 
clared that he would not give confidence blindly and impli¬ 
citly. The Houfe gave confidence laft feffioq, and they had 
a right to have information in return, now that the nego¬ 
tiation was terminated* Upon thofe conftitutional grounds 
lie flipuld give his vote for the motion. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Burden (the new Member for the county of Durham) 
thought the conduct of Adminiftration 'fuch, as afforded 
ground rather for that Houfe to extend their confidence than 
to withdraw it. He knew that the majority of the inhabi¬ 
tants of the county cf Durham, his conftituents, confidered 
the convention as a happy termination of a dangerous dif¬ 
ference, and a fortunate avoidance of a war. 

Lord North obferved, that the feafon of confidence ap* Ld. North 
•peared to be paft, and there feemed to be mor f e reafon now 
jto prefer conviftion to confidence; and the ufe which had 
been made of the confidence given to the Minifter, in the 
]aft feffion of Parliament, for thepurpofe of concluding a ne- 
gociation then pending, ougflt now to be jexplaired to the 
Houfe, as the caufe of keeping filerce w as removed by the 
termination of the treaty. Did Minifters imagine that the 
treaty required no explanation ? Was it notneceflary to know 
the reafons for fo vague a delineation of our rights in the 
north weftern American feas, as the convention contained, 
and of the boon of Spain’s* not colonizing beyond the moft 
northern of her fettlements. Was it confidered, that the 
convention hampered our trade with a new hovering ndt ? Let 
the Houfe but think of the defertions from our (hips which 
the amicable adjultment of the treaty would ooftafion! By the 
papers on the table, a reafon was not afligned for a (ingle ar¬ 
ticle of the expence incurred. Minifters might have feen 
revenue in the convention, but that was not a fufficient 
ground for approbation. 

Lord Cary if or t conceived that it was no way material to Lord 
judge of the merits of the convention at that time, but that Carysfort. 
they fliould pafs on to what was more important, the con- 
fideration of the tenor pf the convention itfelf. With re¬ 
gard to the motion, he thought that thofe who made it were 
rather bound to Ihew the good confequences that would fol¬ 
low from acceding tef it, than thofe who oppofed it to (hew 
p tbe danger which would refult from it. W hen they came to 
confider the convention, and the Houfe fliould condemn it, 
then would be the proper time to call for papers, to lee how 
ijr blame was imputable to Minifters. 

Mr. Powys contended that the doftrine of the other fide Mr. 
*of the Houfe went to a total abdication of the rights and pri- Powys, 
vilegesof the Houfe, as committed to their care and guar- 
dianlhip by their conftituents. The fingle queftion was, 
whether they fliould go into the inquiry with or without pa¬ 
pers, with partial documents, or with full and complete 
proofs of all the grounds of the negotiation ? Without all 
the documents alked for, the Houfe could not, confidently, 
either giye their approbation or their difapprobation to the 
treaty* 


Mr« 
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Mr. Mr. Tbompfon remarked, that it was not yet a proper time 
Thomp- to difeufs the convention, not having fufficient information 
fcn. before him to enable him to judge of ic; and he fhould not 
do fufficient jullice to thole who delegated him to reprefent 
them in that Houle, without enquiring why heavy burdens 
were to be impofeJ on them, before he voted away their 
money. 

Mi.Diakc Mr. Drake having remarked that, in his opinion, the con¬ 
vention, far fr^m carrying a lufpicious air, diicovered much 
of the political merit of the Miniller, added, that hecongia- ^ 
tulated the Houle on the addition of orators to the flock of 
patriots, which they had that day wirndled ; he did not wilh 
to interfere, tur the purpole ot reilr.iimng the atdor and zeal 
of thofi: who, ini; iied by th .t which had invigorated him, 
the puie country air, felt fo warmly for the public good. 
Mr. Intake pronounce I an ejaDgiuin upon confidence, which, 
he laid, formed the chain that kept men together on both 
Giles of the Houfe. Confidence, he declared, was the great 
cement ot fociety ; it was the wat'ch-vvonl of the night with 
both parties; and what could torm a flronger bond than 
mutual good opinion among men : If they had a good opi¬ 
nion of Mniiittrs in public and private life, (liould they 
withhold the if confidence? Mr. Drake fil'd he was on no 
fide of the H nife, {landing as he did, in a fit nation by no 
means oratorical, [Mi. Drake was diiectly under the clock.J 
* hut he was on° of thole, of whom, he hoped, there would 

always be a holm band in that Houle; men who thought 
for themfelves, yyho ware neither the fpainc-h of Miniflers 
n~T tlv* followeis of parties. 

• Lmd Lord Bel grave ohferved that, althougli he did not mean 
Belgrave. to contend again 1 ! the inquifitoiial powder i»f that Houfe, yet 
he could venture, from his particular fituation, to aflert, 
that the production of the papers migljt communicate nego- 
ciations with other Courts, and with our allies, and lay a 
train of future mifehief, produ&ive of confrquences which, 
no fide of the Houfe would wilh to fee. With regard to the 
length of the negociation, the Spaniards were known to be a 
haughty and gallant nation, hut a flow and operole people 
to negociate with, which, added to the difficulties and im¬ 
pediments natural and incidental to all negociations, fuffi~« 
ciently accounted, in his min I, for the length of time which 
had been fpecified before the treaty was brought to a termi¬ 
nation. 

Lofl Lord Fielding fupported the motion, and entered into a 
Fielding* fhort detail of the operations of the Spanifh fleet, at theout- 
fet of the difpute, which was, he faid, at fea a month before 
the British fleet entered the Channel. 


Mr. 
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Mr, Martin thought it his duty to enquire, before he could Mr. 
decide upon the merits of any peace, however, defirablc. Martin. 
When information had been before within,Ucn, it did not 
appear to him that there was any intention to keep it from 
the Houfe, after the negociation to which it referred fhould 
be brought to a termination, and the neceflity lor refufing 
it fhould no longer exift. No latisfadlorv reafon had been 
affigned for withholding the information diked for by the 
* motion then before the Houle, and he had heaul a great deal 
-of ilrung argument in proof of the propriety and neceflity 
for producing it. 

Mr. fox obferved that, om the prefent Qpcafion, he might Mr. Fox. 
have felt himfelf induced filently to vote in favour of the 
motion, but the question had been lb ably argued on the one 
fide, and fo weakly oppofed on the other, by a friend of the 
Minifter, who had libelled every* principle of the conftitu- 
tion, as well as ftricken at the root of the fir ft and moft ef- 
fential right an 1 pi ivilege # of that Houfe, that, odd as it 
might feern in him to make fuch a declaration, he wilhed 
that the other ikle, if they meant to rejefl: the motion, had 
not given a Angle argument againft it, but would have re- 
jested it upon lilent confidence, becaufe, if ttey rejected it, 
afier what lud pall'd in debate, their negative muft reft on 
the realoning of the honourable gentleman alone, who had 
oppofed it upon fuch extraordinary and unconftituti&nal 
grounds. Better would it be to recur to the ancient def- 
potifm of the kingdom, in the mof^ arbitrary times, and 
conlider thcmlelves as met there to vote aw'ay the money of 
their conftituents, without inquiry. If they voted their 
money thus, they betrayed them, by not feeing how every 
(hilling of that money was employed, and judging for them- 
felves whether or not thofe entrufied with its application had 
applied it wifely, prudently, and economically. They were 
not fuch children in politics, as to need to be toldfthat the 
lM ynfirit of every convention and peace muft be comparative, 
and could only be afeertained by a reference to the circum- 
ftances under which it had Keen made, and the advantage 
tUat Minifters had taken of thofe circumftances. And how 


could that he known, when all the papers likely to throw a 
tight upon the fuhjedt were obftinately withholden ? On the 
face of the convention, it was faid to be good ; he declared, 
that on the face of it, it was evil, becaufe much money had 
been expended to obtain it; and he would alk thofe who faw 
perfpicuity and dignity in the convention, if it was clear, 
that if we could be put, bona fidc y in the ftate we were in be¬ 
fore the convention was obtained, they could fay it was not 
purchafed too dearly ? At any rate, fuch an aflertion could 
not be credited, till they were, by the aid of the papers alked 

for 
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for by the motion, enabled to judge whether the fame thing 
might no$ have been had at an earlier time, and at lefs ex¬ 
pence to the country. He faw that thedoftrine of the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman who had oppofed the motion, was not 
only inconfiftcm with the principles of our conftifution, but 
diametrically oppofite to thole principles. With regard td 
confidence, every Government of every defcription had ne- 
ceflarily and unavoidably placed more confidence in Minifters 
than was fafe' and the only l'ecurity which we had under our 
conflitution, was, that after the effects were produced for' 
which confidence had been given, by Parliament cxercifing 
its inquifitorial hyidtions, no M-inifter could efcape deteflion* 
if he had abufed the confidence repofud in him. If, however, 
the honourable gentleman’s doihine were to prevail, and that 
Houfe were not to enquire in cafes of foreign negociation or 
treaty, unlefs the transaction had, upori tile face of it, fome- 
thing bad, or which challenged fufpiciorl, how was it pof- 
fible for them to exercife their functions with advantage to 
their conftituents, or to dete£b the abufe of Minifters, if 
ubufe of public confidence had been pradtiled, fince, as his 
honourable friend had well obferved, he mud be a bad Mi- 
flifter, indeed, who, in fuch a cafe, could not glofs over his 
conduit, and make hisfrienJs fay, that, upon the face of a 
treaty, it bore proofs that it was a good treaty for this coun- . 
try\ and that to attempt to enquire into it, would be to in¬ 
terfere with the molt eflenrial prerogative of the Crown. If 
they had flood on the privileges of that Houfe, as the truftees 
of the public purfe, with as much firmnefs as the gentlemen 
on the other fide had that day flood on the prerogative of the 
Crowui, they could not have voted what they did laft year, 
but there would have been on one fide a dry maintenance ot 
privilege, and a ftiff adherence to prerogative on the other, 
to the lerious inconvenience of the public, and to the extreme 
injury of their interefls. When they gave confidence, they 
ought to receive information in return, and the time ifea&_ 
now arrived when information might he given without dan¬ 
ger. In order to illuftrate the impoflibihty of their joining in 
a vote in favour of the convention, as it lay upon the taHe 
unexplained, Mr. Fox declared that he would ftate fome hy¬ 
pothetic exa£Uy different from his real opinion, and fuppoft 
Spain to have granted terms highly advantageous to this 
country, how could lie know whether they were fo or not, 
before he examined the convention, and the grounds upon 
which it had been fettled r How could he give praife to Mi¬ 
nifiers, before he knew whether the convention was good or 
not ? It could not be faid to be good, unlefs we had gotten 
fomething and loft nothing; unlefs we had procured fome- 
thing for nothing, it muft remain a matter of great doubt, 

whether 
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whether it was good or had. How could he tell whether 
Spain was not inclined to difarm much earlier than we had 
contented to do, and report laid, that Spain had long fince 
fignified her inclination to difarm, provided that this country 
would do the fame. An honourable gentleman had ex- 
prefled a hope that the Miniller would not fuffer his u vanity 
“ to he piqued he would not talk of any mati’s vanity; 
but if the Miniller, Mr. Fox faid, had any honourable pride, 
tvhat fatisfa£tion could he have in that praifij which came 
from thofe who knew not the grounds of it, who could nei¬ 
ther tell whether the thing done, could not have been done 
at a lefs expence, or in lefs t^iiie ? It was better to be con¬ 
tent with the praife of his own mind, fince 4 fhe right honour¬ 
able gentleman knew, more of the matter than they did, and 
confequently his approbation was of ten times the value of 
theirs. The right honourable gertfleman having feared that 
precedent would fail him, had abandoned precedents to have 
lecourle to authority. He himfelf, Mr. Fox declared, ap¬ 
proved authority : but I10W did he know what information 
the city of London was poffeffed of refpecting the conven¬ 
tion ? If they approved of it without inquiry, was that a 
reafon for the Houi* to praife it without inquiry ? And was 
the conduit of the city of London to be brought forward as 
an infallible example for that Houfe. He reverenced the 
authority of the city of London, and had often fupported it 
iigainlt the light honourable gentleman, who was not always 
in the humour to favour the conduit of the city. He be¬ 
lieved that it could not he denied, th«t the authority of the 
city of London on the fhop'tax and the tobacco bill, was as 
much to be depended on, as upon a fubjedt which the Houfe 
of Commons mull not enquire into. But it had been faid by 
an honourable and learned gentleman, who had fpoken early 
in the debate, (Serjeant Watfon) that it might revive grie¬ 
vances. What, he would afk, was to have this ferious ef- 
^feit r why, letting the Houfe of Commons know'what the 
Courts of Spain and of Great Britain knew full well already ! 
The Spaniards, laid a noble-Lord, were a proud, haughty 
people, hut they were flow and tedious, andoperofe, and, of 
courfe, forced us to make a great preparation for war, when 
^one.would naturally imagine that the very, reverfe would 
have been the confequence of fuch a charailer as the noble 
Lord had been pleafed to give them. Let not the Houfe, 
therefore, upon fuch arguments as thofe, negative a motion 
founded in true wifdom; and above all, let them not give to 
Adminiftration that bafe and treacherous confidence which 
had been recommended that day; a confidence founded in 
ignorance, which was a difgrace to their tindei Handing, and n 
breach of trull to their conftituAits! Another noble Lord 
Vol. XXVIII. M (Lord 
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(Lord Carysfart) had Hated rather a whimfical hypotbefis, 
and had faid, that poffibly when they came to conlider the 
merits qfr the convention, they might disapprove of it, and 
then it would be right to call for the papers. Let them fee 
what a curious fituation following the noble Lord’s advice, 
would probably place them in ? r l hey would rejed thepre- 
fent motion, and when, upon inveftigation of the conven¬ 
tion, they Ihould fee ground for cenfure, they would then 
Hand convi^d of having raflily and prematurely negatived a 
motion, which they had found that they ought to have adopt¬ 
ed in the firft inftance. If they approved the convention, 
trying it by the tiueteft, the information the papers would 
afford, they woujd efcape incufting fo ridiculous a dilemma. 
During the laft feflion of Parliament, when thefe papers had 
been alked for, and another motion for other papers had been 
made by him, the woids during a pending negociation,” 
were as common in the mouths of the Minifter’s friends, who 
oppofed the motion, as u Mr. Speaker,” and u 1 rife, Mr,” 
weie common in the forms of add refs, as words ofcourfe, in 
that Houfe. There was not a fingle fpeuker who did not 
lay great ilrefs on the pending negociation. What was the 
natutal inference r that the production of the papers w T as to 
be objected Vo during the pending negociation, and that 
when the negociation ihould he brought to a termination, the 
objection would be done away How was this reconcileabie 
with the negative of the majority of that Houfe, which the 
right honourable gentleman had, a few days fince, in fo ex- 
traoulwiaiv a manner,anticipated In the debates relative 
to the Falkland Ill and, the veryTort of papers then alked for 
had been granted, and why fliould they not be granted at 
piefent ? The honourable gentleman, who firft oppofed the 
motion, contended, that in the debates on the Falkland 
Ifland affair, impeachments, and axes and gibbets, were 
mentioned. Was that all r He had thought that, exclufive 
of the able and mafierly manner in which his honourable 
friend had opened the ground of his motion, one great and 
linking merit of his fpctcli had been, that, although he laid 
proper energy on cadi argument neceflary to fupport tlje 
queftion, he had Hi idly confined himfelf to faying what 
the fubjecl requited, and not gone out of the cafe beyond its, 
due limits, if his honourable friend had talked wildly of 
impeachments, and gibbets, and axes, the two cafes, to ufe 
a vulgar phrafe, would have run upon all fours, and he 
might probably have fucceeded ; hut the untimely omiflion 
had proved fatal to his motion. With regard to thofe axes 
and gibbets, thofe elegant expreflions, thofe beautiful tropes 
and figures of fpeech ! according to the honourable gentle* 
man’s argument, it was to be underftood that the Houfe, at 

that 
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that time, having voted for axes and gibbets, occafioned the 
papers to be called for,, and their not having done fo in this 
inftance, was the true reafon why the motion was/likely to 
be negatived. One honourable gentleman had talked of the 
neceffity of having a flrong Adminiftration. When the af¬ 
fairs of Europe wore a critical afped>, a ftiong Adminiftraticn 
was highly neceffary; but if by what he had faid on this 
head, the honourable gentleman meant an Adminiftration 
which could do firong things, without being {ubjefl to the 
control of Parliament, he mull fay, that this ftrengrh led to 
the excels of weaknefs, and would ultimately prove fatal to 
the exigence of our conftitution. If fuch praife be pleafing 
to the prefent Minifter, and lie conceived#that conduit of 
that fort tended to the glory of the country, Mr. Fox fa*d, 
the glory of the country would bring on its deftrultion. If 
l'uch, therefore, was the Minifter^ relifli, Mr. Fox declared 
that, though no perfonal friend to that Minifter, he had ever 
thought better of him, than to fuppofehim capable of receiv¬ 
ing fatifaclion from luch grfcfs flattery : hernuft, indeed, have 
a very low mind for lo exalte*d a fituation ! Mr. Fox exclaim¬ 
ed, 44 Oh ! what a better word was the old Englilh parlia- 
44 inentary term ‘jealoufy,’ to expiels the duty ot that 
44 Houfe, than the modern fubftitute 4 confidence,’ which 
44 had of late been adopted ! n Formerly, the firft great duty 
of every Member of the Houfe of Commons was, that ( he 
lhould regard every aft of the Adminiftration with jealoufy, 
and watch their conJult with the utmoft vigilance and at¬ 
tention. Now, blind confidence was dwelt upon as the great 
fund ion of that Houfe, and "they were defired to extend the 
degree of credit which they gave the Minifter to fuch an ex¬ 
travagant length, as to vote away millions of their confti- 
tuents’ money, without expelling to know in what manner 
it had been expended. In faff, their duty was not only to 
judge whether the Minifter was an hone ft Minifter, but what 
they had alfo a right to expelt, a bold, an able, a prudent, 
and a wile Minifter. The way to have a bold, an able, a 
prudent, and a wife Minifter, .was to let him know, that he 
w^s to be refponfible to that Houle for all his meafures, and 
that his conduit was to be, from time to time, enquired into. 
\n ingenuous mind would court inquiry, and be proud to 
have every public meafure which he brought forward, feru- 
puloufly inveftigated; the moment, therefore, in which the 
Houfe abandoned that part of its duty, the conduit of Ad¬ 
miniftration became dangerous and.deluftve; becaufea Mi¬ 
nifter, who knew that his conduit would not be enquired 
into, might be tempted to purfue bad meafures, till at tail 
he involved his country in irretrievable ruin. The honour¬ 
able gentleman who firft oppofed Ms honourable friend’s mo- 
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tion, Mr. Fox faid, had left the other fide of the Houfe * 
hole to creep out at, in defence of the negative to the mo¬ 
tion, byt faying, u for thefe and other reafons, he fhould 
u oppofe the motion.” If, therefore, the motion was to 
he negatived, he hoped it would be for the unmentioned rea¬ 
fons, and not for thofe unconftituticnal reafons which had 
been infilled upon. Mr. Fox alluded to what Mr. Wilber- 
force hadobferved relative to the information he had received 
from his conftituents, of their being fatisfied with the con¬ 
vention, declaring that he fhould be glad to hear that the 
manufacturers had realon to think Spain more ready to en¬ 
courage their goods than heretofore, but report had talked 
very differently ^pon the fubjeil, and inferred, that a higher 
duty had lately been 'mpofed on all fyigl.fli manufactures 
imported into Spain than ever. 

Stf.-. Titt. M/. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that the turn of argument 

which had been maintained in fnpport of the motion, natu¬ 
rally fuggefted two quell ions, the confidcration cf both ol 
which were extremelv important?; but, important as he fell 
the latter, he fhould lofe light* of the firmer, were it not 
that it involved the fundamental exigence of that confuta¬ 
tion, un Vr which the country had enjoyed fo many bleffings, 
and which hfad been admired as the moll excellent of all 
forms of Government, fince to the freedom of a Republic, it 
joined the energy of a Monarchy, and wifely fleered between 
tho'fe two dangerous extremes, the parent DiTpotifm and its 
ofl'spiing Anarchy. Delicate as it mull he for him to Hand 
up and argue upon two fuch important quellions, he fhould 
think that he deferved to he corffidered as afraid to meet the 
fulijeel, and defirous of avoiding it, if he hefTtated to take 
hisfhare in the debate, and to deliver his fimiments on the 
topics which had been touched upon, asdiflin&ly as poffihle. 
He hoped that he difeovered what w r as paramount to either 
vanity pride, a fenfe of the duty of thofe iiandmg in his 
Situation. He declared he relied upon the candor of .the 
Houfe, tor the credit of endeavouring to lay afide all per" 
fonal confiderations, and to near the fuhjeft upon its true 
grounds : l,e fhould, therefore, argue it on general princi¬ 
ples, attracted from any view to particular fails or parti¬ 
cular perfons, fince, added to the difficulties which had been 
thrown in the vray, it was fufficient for a perfon, Handing in 
the fituation of one of rhofe interefled in the cenfure or ap¬ 
probation of the convention, to have the additional morti¬ 
fication to think that his own perfonal imperfedlions were 
made objects of argument and obfervation. Mr. Pitt now 
proceeded -jblerve, that the honourable gentlemen who 
moved and fecon Jed the motion, as well as every one of the 
individual Membeis who*had fpoken in fupport of it, had 

declared. 
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declared, that without the papers called for, they could not 
judge of the fitnefs of the tranfadtion; and principles had 
been laid down, which he would confidently a Serf, had ne¬ 
ver been recognized in that Houfe to the extent upon which 
they had been infilled in that day’s debate. The propofi- 
tion, that on all fubjedls fimilar to the convention with the 
Court of Spain, it was impolfible to come to a vote either of 
approbation or of con lure, without having all the pnpcis 
‘that referred to the ncgociat ion before them, nvas a propo- 
fition which was con*T:idi£W hy numerous precedents. In 
cafes of peace negnci.itfi ns, and tnati.s approved and con¬ 
demned, they had never maje it a:i nnifoim praitic , nor 
by any rule of proceeding recognized it*as neceiTaiy, to 
have all the papers before them- l li^onouraMc gentleman 
who made the motion, to whofe feelings, pnlfihly, it was 
more fatisfadtory to approve thandto condemn, had declared 
that he could not bring himlelf to give a vot- of approba¬ 
tion, unlefs he faw the papers in qufftion; then, tnrely, it 
would he admitted, that it*p ; as not more juft to di appiove, 
and to let the cuifure of that lTouf j kill with all its we ight 
on a meafiTr, without inquiry and foundation, when it 
would he unjuft J o approve wh.u firmed to meut praifo on 
the face of the tranfaction; and yet, althoughVhc la nour- 
ablc gentleman was not old rn ugh to have been at that tune 
in Pailiameijt, the right honouiahle gentleman oppolite.to- 
him muft, for the fake of honoui and confiftencv, recoiled!, 
that a very few yeais fince, when a peace was made after a 
Jong, unfortunate, and expenfive War,* and when it was uni- 
verfally agreed that peace, aimo't on any terms, would.be 
defiiable, he, the right honourable gentleman, without any 
inquiry, and without calling fora bugle paper, which were 
that day declared to be fo inJifperJ’abiy necetiary for the con- 
fideration of every treaty, had been ai»le to peifinde the 
Houfe of Commons to come direct I y to a vote of ceuiure on 
that peace. With regard to tin* putent convention, the only 
confideration which appeared to him to he neerflary, was, 
whether, on the whole, time*was a poftibdity of obtaining 
better terms, and vvht ilu r at more or at a lefs expence ? That 
queftion was eafy to decide, without any other paper than 
ml* Declaration and Counter Declaration, and Convention 
then upon the table. If the inquiry propofed were to take 
place, he defired to know whether that inquiry was to he li¬ 
mited to the refult of the transition itfelt, or to the refult 
to be collected from the papers then moved for ? To him it 
was clear, that it was of no importance to know whether 
this or that part of the negociation was proper, but whether 
the whole of the conduit of Government, in bringing the 
late differences with the Court of Spain to fucli a termination, 
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deferred praife or cenfure, and that queftion the Houfe, he 
muft contend, was fully competent to decide, from the pa* 
pers alr^idy before them. If it were afked, whether the 
fum of little more than three millions were not too much to 
give for the objeft obtained ? he, in return, muft afk, what 
would have been the extent of the expence, if war had taken 
place? and whether, under the prefent circumftances of the 
country, peace was not fo defirable, that, next to obtaining 
fati$fa<Mion fdr the infult offered to the national honour, too 
much could not be faid to be expended lavifhly, if the refult 
was the having fee 11 red the continuance of peace, and re¬ 
moved thofe grounds of difference which endangered its du¬ 
ration ? The honourable gentleman, cfpecially, had chofen 
to conflrue a refufal^'f papers, in one particular mltance, 
where their production was totally unneceflary, into an un- 
conftirutional dererminatif n to deny them in all. No pait 
of his conduct warranted any fuch inference; and he knew 
not whether he fliould give a greater wound to the confuta¬ 
tion, in laying that papers ihojfid be called for in all cafes, 
or called for in none. It was by no means his unfit to a£t 
upon the extrt me in either cafe, but to do exactly what his 
honourable friend near him had faid with fo much propriety, 
and which hS was luppy to have been prefent to have heard 
him fay, becaufe, as he underftood his meaning correctly, 
and he was perfuaded he did, he was ready to take his fhare 
of the blame which fuch a declaration might he thought to 
deferve, and to tow, that he perfectly coincided in every 
fyllahle. He dc*ired gentlemen to recollect that it w T as not 
the right of calling for papers which was difputed, but the 
exercife of that right : that it ought never to be exercifed but 
on grave, folri »n, and weighty occafmns, when the reafon 
for diflathfatf ion, blame, or fufpicion of caufe for either, 
appeared upon the face of a treaty, and was of fufficient mag¬ 
nitude and importance, to amount to a juflification of the 
detail of a negociation. No executive Power would be able 
to proceed through the bufinefs of Government, if they were 
forced to goovei every ftepofalong negociation in Parlia¬ 
ment. And if the Houfe were always to enter upon an jn- 
v< legation of every paitof their conduct in dilcharge of the 
dutie of the executive departments, what a lofs of tinv* * 
would repeatedly happen to that Houfe, who would not find 
Jeifure to fulfil the more immediate legiflative fun&ions; in¬ 
deed, if they went into inquiries unavoidably fruitlefs in mod 
cafes, they might as well fay at once, “ We will not enquire 
iC into the conduft and control of Minifters, but we will 
“ take the executive power into our hands,” and thus di- 
refHy violate and deftroy the bafis on which our conftitution 
refts. With regard to confidence, refpefting which fomuch 
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had been urged, His Majefty’s Mirtifters wifhed not for a 
blind confidence; but if a reafonable degree of confidence 
muft be given by our conftituiion, His Majefty’sfrlinifters 
had a right to expeCf that, and they wiihed for |no more; 
without it, Minifters could not pofiibly carry on the exe¬ 
cutive government of the country. The honourable gentle¬ 
men on the other fide had called for particular objections to 
the motion, forgetting that it was incumbent qpon them to 
fupport and to piove, by folid and weighty reafons, that it 
would, if complied with, be attended with fome maieiial ad¬ 
vantage ; and until this was done, that fide of the Houfe 
held itfelf not bound to ftate afty particularobjections againft 
the motion, but to reft their oppofition to it on general 
grounds. With regaid to the hypothfcles ftated by the right 
honourable gentleman oppolite to him, Mr. Pitt obferved, 
that hypothetical cales, however Terviceably they might il- 
luftrate general rules, yet in the application of particular 
cales to general rules, they ^id not amount to realons. He 
next proceeded to remind the«Houfe, that theconduCt of His 
Majefty’s Minifters refpe&ing the late differences with Spain, 
had been approved of, both in the laft and prefent Parlia¬ 
ment ; and in the addrefs to His Majeftv, wbich had the 
concurrence of the right honourable gentleman, they had 
thanked His Majefty for having been able to bring the nego- 
ciation with Spain to the prefent happy termination. An 
honourable gentleman had ftated that this motion, if given 
way to, might occafion again a revival pf the quarrel, and, 
after a reconciliation was effected, fhould it *be contended 
that it was improper to endeavour to conciliate their good 
will, and bury thepaft in oblivion, looking only to thegoed 
of the future? The right honourable gentleman had, here- 
marked, noticed what had fallen from his honourable friend 
relative to his conftituents, and afked if the manufacturers 
were likely to have their goods fuffered to he imported at 
lojyerduties than hefoie ? He could not, Mr. Pitt faid, de¬ 
clare how far we might be fuccefsful in that point; but no¬ 
thing would go fo far towards* it, as moderation and for¬ 
bearance on our part. Gentlemen muft not be furprifed if, 
hitherto, no commercial treaty had been made with Spain; 

►he could aflure them, that a recent ediCf, to which, he 
prefumed, the right honourable gentleman had alluded, he 
had every reafonto believe was at prefent fufpimled, which 
was a ftrong proof of the favourable temper of Spain; and 
probably, his next intelligence would bring accounts ftill 
more advantageous to our commercial intercourfe with that 
.country, if we met her with the fame inclination to be ami¬ 
cable. With regard to the commercial .advantages which 
the convention was likely to produce, it w^is evident that the 
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fcity of London, which was the head, as it were, of the com¬ 
merce of^the kingdom, iituateJ where the beft informatioif 
bn tvtiyVco;nmtrci?l fubjecl was molt eafy to be obtained, 
thought i-hat thev were obvious, or they would not Lave ap¬ 
proved of it, and the approbation of the convention fhewn 
by the me.iopolis, did not appear to him a fit fuhjeft, any 
more than tint the approbation of the metropolis of the 
northern par; of tlie kingdom was very ludicrous; but the 
honourable tnltman nvglit have found anotlu r confiderable 
tomineir:.*] c ; rv winch approval ol the convention, without 
travelling to f'dinburgh, to cou -le it with the ridicule aimed 
at London, anti Cr.t w.-s the chy of kriftol. Without mean¬ 
ing to anticipate ;!<, debate on the convention, Mr. Pitt 
alked, if nnv man would Hate that tire precedent of Falk¬ 
land 141 mJ was ?j all analogous to the cafe of N'ootka and 
the convention ? li. that cafe, an illand, known to have been 
in the pofleflion of tins country, and belonging to His Ma- 
jefly, had been taken p.jiTdnon uf, though aftevvards leftored, 
but without a convention hk^thr pielent one ; neither was 
the convention in 1738 at all i\ It milling it; on the face of 
both thole wrfs an apparent ground for blame; but, in the 
prefent, thfre was no fuch appe nance. It was evident, tliat 
no claim had been c 'needed, that our right to the fisheries 
had been acknowledged, and that Llisfadion had been ob¬ 
tained for the iniuk tdljied to the Crown. 1 he right ho- 
nomahh gentleman, vvhefe confcience would not allow him 
to approve o£the pcefent convention with Spain, had, in a 
recent infiancc, felt no fcruplvs ol conlcieiice. At the time 
to which Ik alluded, the fght lionuuiablc gentleman called 
for no papers, and demanded no inquiry, hut was a volun¬ 
teer in the nopfaufe heftovved on Adminiflration, for their 
conduct refpedhng Holland. If, therefore, he was, that day, 
to Iiav.e a (hare in the right honourable gentleman's cenlure, 
for an ad, for which, he declaied, he fliould tejoicc to the 
'aft hour of bis life, he vvis happy to fav that, on another 
point, he had enjoyed a ftinfe of Ins approbation and ap- 
plaule, and at that time lie had juft forgotten his duty to 
his cor,:htlienti. 

The qutftion being called for, ft rangers w r ere defiled tc 
‘withdraw, and after foine more debate, the Houfedivided, 

* Ayes, 134; Noes, 25S* Majority, 124 

The Houle adjourned. 

Tucfdaj , 14th December. 

f ir. Rofc Mr. Po/c recommended the infeirion of a claufe in the 
Lan -tax bill, for the purpofe of excepting from the tax, 
tboh- annuitants, whom an order of Parliament relieved from 
tLn: tax, He ftated, that feveral annuitants were in that 

fituation* 
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fituation, and the confequence was, that they were affefled 
after the firft year to the tax, and the fame was charged upon 
the fund appropriated to the payment of the annuitl; fo that 
this claufe was intended to operate in the way of fimplifi- 
cation. I 

'1 he jnatter being explained, the claufe was accepted. 

A petition, of a firigular nature, fidtn Bodmin, was 
prefented; upon which, 

• Mr. Wtlbrahnm ftated, that a petition had been prefented Mr. WiN 
againft him and the other fitting Member, complaining ot braham. 
the return on the ground that the Mayor was not duly qua¬ 
lified. At the time of the eledion, the fitting Alderman, 
pretending to be the legal returning officer^ held an eledion, 
at which a majority of the voters, \yJro returned the fitting 
Members, proffered their votes, and were rejeded. Sir 
James La Roche and Mr. Sullivan, on this pretended elec¬ 
tion, hut of which no return had been made to the Clerk of 
the Crown, petitioned againft the fitting Members returned 
by the Mayor. Now, th’ft petition came from the voters 
who offered their votes to the fenior Alderman, and were 
rejected; that, if it fhould he found that the Mayor was not 
the leturning officer, they might if ill prove before the Com¬ 
mittee, that the fitting Members had the majority of legal 
votes tendered, at leaft, before the fenior Alderman. 

This was confidered by Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, and others, 
as a petition not within the purview of Mr. Grenville’s ad ; ~~ 
for it did not complain of an undue eledtion, nor of an unjuft 
return. The Speaker, Mr. Fox, Mr# Pult^ney, and other 
gentlemen, fa id that, conditfonally, it was a petition com¬ 
plaining of no return being made where a pretended eledion 
was holden, and that if the petition was not entertained, 
fubftantial injuftice might be done to the fitting Memhers; 
for it might be proved that the Mayor was not the returning 
officer, but that the fenior Alderman was; and in.cafe the 
majority of legal voters were not permitted to prove‘that they 
gave their votes firft to the perfon whom they believed to be 
the returning officer, and next tendered them to the perfoii 
who pretended to be the officer, it might happen that the 
acknowledged minority of the borough made the eledion of 
Members againft juftice and reafon. 

Tfie queftion for bringing up the petition, was nega¬ 
tived. 

Mr. Grey now rifing, obferved, that he fliould ftill ven- Mr. Grey, 
ture to propofe another motion, on the fubjed of the con¬ 
vention, eyen in fpite of the oppolition which his motion for 
producing farther papers relative to the difpute and nego¬ 
tiation with Spain, had yefterday met with, and in fpite, alfo, 
of the unwarrantable dodrine of itnplicit confidence in Mi- 
Voi,. XXVIII. N niftersi 
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nifters, which had been expreflly laid down; a confidence 
againft which he was determined to proteft, with his lateft 
breath. .There was ftill fome information which he deemed 
iudifpeiilvbly neceffary, and for which he would now venture 
to propoft* a motion. In the convention, it was ftipulated, 
that Kiitlin fhould have the right of fettlement in all ports 
of the ncrth-weftem coafts of North America, or of the 
illands adjacent, iituated to the north of the ports of the faid 
coafts aheady occupied by Spain ; and it was likewife ftipu¬ 
lated that Britain fhould have the privilege of eftablifliing 
filherieson the euftern and weftern coafts of Soutli America, 
and fuch parts of thole coafts, and the illands adjacent, as 
aie tituulcd to tl^e fouth of tlfofe parts already occupied by 
Spain. But it was ^ot ascertained what was the extent of 
thofe coafts, or what were their boundaries. Who could 
then tell what was the north point of the coafts already oc¬ 
cupied by Spain, or what'was the fouth ? If, th:n, theboun- 
daiiec were not known, how could the advantages derived 
from the giant of them he afeetfained, or to what purpofe 
had the convention, by which they were ceded, been made? 
Mr. Grey followed up thefc obfurvations with a motion, 
u That there he laid before this Houle, fuch information 
u as is ncce^ary to afeertain w'hat arc the moll northern 
parts of the north weft coaft of North America, and of 
the iii >nds adjacent, already occupied by Spain.” 

This motion being put and negatived, Mr. Grey next 
moved, 

“ That there be la|d before this Houfe fuch information as 
“ isruceflary fa afeertain what are the moft fouthern paiti 
66 of the caitem and weftern coafts of South America, and 
u of the iftands adjacent, already occupied by Spain.” 
Which was alfo negatived. 

Mr. Dun- Mr. Duncjnbc contended that the little interruption which 
tombe. thedifpute with Spain had occafioned to trade and manufac¬ 
tures, a»ciicumftancc with which he was more immediately 
acquainted, from the commercial fituation of his confti*- 
tuents, and for which he defined to exp refs their gratitude, 
reflected the higheft honour upon the wife and fpirited pro¬ 
ceedings of Admini ft ration. Having expatiated on the value 
of an alliance between this country and Spain, and defcrib^cl 
the pernicious confequences with which, in our fituation, war 
might have been attended, he concluded with moving, 
u That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefly, 
u alluring His Majefty that his faithful Commons havepro- 
<c ceeded to an attentive confutation of the Declarations 
€t exchange d between His Majefty’s Ambaflador and the Mi- 
“ nifter of the Catholic King, and of the convention which 

‘ « has 



9 1 


A. 1790. DEBATES. 

t{ has fince been concluded, and which His Majcfty has been 
i6 gracioufly pleafed to by before us. 

“ That they are eager to embrace the firft oppo tunity of 
“ offering to HisMajefty their cordial congratubt ons on fo 
u fatisfadtory an iffue of the late negociation, \ hich has 
u continued to thefe kingdoms the bldlings of {(pace, has 
u maintained the honour of His iVJajrfly’s crown, hy pro- 
f* viding an adequate reparation for the violence \#hich was 
a committed at Nootka, and has feeured to Hi/ Majefty’s 
u fuhjecls the exercife of their negotiation, commerce, and 

fiflieries in thefe patts of the woild which were the i'utv 
“ jefls of difeuflion; and tlftt they obf^yve, at the fame 
“ time, with peculiar pleaiure, the ha^ry prolpeA which is 
“ a Horded by this amicable arrangement,'avoiding future 
u nccafions ofmifunderftanding with the Court of Spain, and 
u of preferring that harmony which mv(l fo eflent tally pro- 
4£ mote the intereft of the two countries.” 

Mr. Alderman Wat [on feepnded the motion, and approved Mr. AM, 
of the convention with Spain,* and exprtfled his high fenfe uf Watfon. 
its advantages. Acquiiitions of rhe granted value to com- 
•meicehad been made, accompanied hy a complete dereliflion 
of the claims of Spain. The citizens of Lomlonjrid already, 
in an addrefs, declared their approbation of this meafure; 
an addrefs in which he was happy to have had a fliare. It 
was well known with what feelings it had been received by 
the Houfe; but why Ihould he fp ak of feelings, when there 
prevailed but one feeling on the occafi*>n ? He juftified the 
delays which had occurred, .ts having proceeded from un 
avoidable circumllances, and expatiated on the advantages of 
the convention, in having eftabliflied our claims in the Pa¬ 
cific Ocean, and South Sea, in having procured full repa¬ 
ration of the injury, and a renunciation of futute claims. 

It had been objected, that wo weie not allowed to carry on 
our £lhery within ten leagues of the coaft already occupied 
by Spain. Put this was (urely a very fm.dl fpace in an ex- 
teniive ocean, nor could they blame fuch a precaution, who 
refledled at what pains we were in this refpeft to guard our 
ow:? coafts. He expatiated on the profits which were to be 
derived from the whale fifhery. He did not think it juft to 
"^JSnfidtr thefe acquiiitions as too dearly purchafed with an 
expence of three millions, or deem that fum too high a price 
for the national honour. But all that expence had not been 
incurred to the nation : there was a faving in the provifion 
of ftores and ammunition, which, though they had not been 
procured, mufl have become afterwards neceflary. Orr pre¬ 
parations bad fliewed the refources of the nation, and muft 
tend toreprefs every hoftile attempt; as well as to have us in 
more readinefs in cafe of any fimilar accident, and they 

N % could 
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not be confidered as ufelefs, or merely as a general mufterand 
review of the naval force. The only body of men, whofe 
iituatioiV he lamented on the prefent occafion, were tliofe 
high-fpivtrd and gallant officers in the army and navy, who 
had expel ienced fo fevere a difappointment in their ardor to 
ferve the* r country. But thefe, he hoped, would find a re- 
fource ir'i the fame generofity which had didlated a refentment 
of infult 

Mr. 1 'uhfney having ohferved, that it had been mentioned 
that the advantages which we had obtained by the convention 
were ?xtortcd from Spain, added, that if this were the cafe, 
it was likely tha fc they might^foon become the ground of dif- 
pute. What lft»d been unwillingly granted, could not he 
■expected to be (atisfkSorily or permanently enjoyed. As to 
our acquifitions in commerce, tln*y did not appear to be ol 
fo much importance as hod been ilated by lbrnye gentlemen. 
The trade in furs could not be very productive ; the piiceot 
the commodity might, indeed, he at firft very confide table, 
but its value would foon becoijfe diminifhed, nor wna Noot- 
ka the only quarter from which this commoditv might be 
derived. The reafon why the Spaniards bad founerly 
wilhed to withhold the privilege of the whale fifhery fiom 
our veflels foas, bccaufe it afforded an 11.lt t to fmuggling. 
That privilege we had now obtained; but furtly, it was un- 
luitable to the dignity of a great nation, to countenance 
what (never might have a tendency to promote fmuggling 
among its fubjedts; nor could we exptdt the friendfhip of the 
Spaniards, while ouV fubjeflsevere regarded by them in the 
invidious light of finugglers : neither was it to the fouthern 
wliale fifheries that v e wet e indebted for this branch ot tiade. 
Our fiflicties in Greenland were infinitely more extenfive and 
profitable. Mr. Pulteney next endeavoured to prove, by 
calculations, the different ftate of the tiade in Greenland and 
the Southern leas, and the product of each, from which he 
contended that the fuperiority in every refpedf lay flh the 
fide of the former The fouthern whale fifhery, too, he re¬ 
marked, was obliged to be fupportfcd by a bounty amounting 
to no lefs than ten per cent, on the product of the whole. 
Wc had, befides, expreffly engaged in the convention to 
prevent fmuggling ; a circumftance which was ntirely ew# 
of our power: for, although we fhould prohibit fhips with 
•Imuggled goods fiom failing from our ports, there were many 
ways by which this reftridtion might he evaded, and the 
terms of the convention, which we had engaged to fupport, 
violated. To have fecured the fteady frit ndfhip of Spain* 
would, in his opinion, have been of much more confequence 
to us than the conditions on which thefe acquifitions had 
been made* and even though purchafed by their facrifice. 
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Mr. Montagu attributed the*late improvements in navign- Mr.Mon- 
tion to the inteicourfe of commerce which we bad lately tagu. 
maintained in the South Seas, and to which in hisl>pinion, 
much advantage mull accrue from the conventiol. As a 
proof of this, he mentioned the difficulties which Ir rd An- 
fon experienced in thai” navigation c< iipucd with 
with which it was effected by mod ru m 


gators. 


not agree with an honourable gentleman, wlio w 


the eafe 
He did 
of opi- 


i.ive fieri ficed our a«'(juifitr*ns In a mere 
e to Spain; and equally fl 101/d he b(g 


nion that we lhould lu 
point of conmlaiianee 

leave to differ ti( in another honourable ge.nliman's 
of the different fituanons of tlje wnaL tilbury in the Sou;h 
Seas, and in the North. On the coivr/isiy, the trade was 
beginning to be rranstryed troin tin th to the South Sea' 1 ; 
and while the number of the hops fel t to the one had, ot late 
years, diminiflr tb that .rnt to that othes h.id proportionally 
increafed. Ns lor the bounty given, it might he confix-red 
as out ot the hue of commeice, and intended to operate as 
an encouragement to navj^rion. In this light, no T ubr, 
it was highly nfefuh If tl»e trade was capable of m.imtam- 
, ing lo many ft amen as were employed in it, Hill it was of 
the greateft advantage, and dr lervirg encouragement. 

- Sir John Jaivis alciibed the difficulties whicl^Lord Anfon Sir John 

had encountered, lefs to rim navigation, than tc the oh- Jervis, 
flacles which had been thrown in his way by perfons in 
England. * ,a ~ ~ 

Mr. Alderman Curtis declared, that it was with pleafure Mr. Aid. 
he embraced this opportunity of adding his,, approb nion to Curtis, 
the applaufe already bdtowed on the convention. It was a 
meafure highly beneficial to commerce. The fifheries were 
a fource of wealth, every day becoming more produdive, 
and their flourishing ftate could not but be promoted by the 
additional fecuriry which they had now acquired. Hedifap- 
proved ot the comparative jfatement which had been given 
jA i 1 \e whale fifhery in the South Seas, and the North, and 
he mentioned, frog) lus own experience, inftanccs of the 
flourifhing date of thtTformer. 

•Mr. StanLy (Member for Wootton Baflet) rofe next, and Mr. 
faid, Sttnlc T* 

. Mr. Speaker, 

It is with peculiar fatisfaflion that I rife to deliver my fen- 
timents on the prefent occniion, when the tranfa&ions of the 
late lummer, and the conduct of Adminiftration relating to 
the differences of this country with Spain, are to be difeuffed 
in Parliament. 

An addrefs of thanks to His Majerty, for the happy ter¬ 
mination of thefe differences, has been moved for and fe- 
wnM J and 1 own myfelf fo much intereiled in its fuccefs, 

- # that 
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that I hope it will meet with no opposition. To me the pa¬ 
pers on the table, of the Declaration and Counter Decla¬ 
ration, und of the Convention, with a review of all the cir- 
cumftan es relating to the tranfa&ion, appear fully to jufti- 
fy the a] probation of this Houfe; they feem, indeed, fo fa- 
tisfa£for r , as to fuperfede entirely the neceffity of comply¬ 
ing with the wifhes of fome gentlemen for farther informa¬ 
tion. The papers they require cannot be produced, without 
the difcJtrfuge of the fecrets of negotiation; a difclofuie, 
which, its very nature, muft he attended with many 
inconyenierVes, and might not occafion any advantage. 

When inforn^tinn of thej,nfult offered to Great Britain, 
in the perfons ofi/j ir countrymen at Nootka Sound, by the 
Spaniards, was firft^ven to the Public, well do I remember 
the indignation exp relied by every individual at this unpio- 
yoked a£t ofhoftility, ard of the wanton cruelty and in- 
juftice which aggravated an offence fufficient in itfelf to ex¬ 
cite our fevereft refentment. But one fentimem prevailed 
through all the nation ; there w'as not an Englifhman who 
would have refufed his laft fhilling to revenge the caufe of 
his countrymen, and vindicate the honour of his country. 

Repaiation, however, has been made for this offence— 
ample and unequivocal reparation. We have received an 
apology highly grateful to our feelings, and a conceflion from 
arrogant and infuliing prelenlions, as advantageous as we 
crluld with. We are now authorifed to navigate undifturbed 
the Pacific Ocean, and to lettle on all its unoccupied fhores. 
Such a termination as this cannot but be favourable to Great 
Britain. Very different, indeed, was the condudf of Admi- 
ntfimtion, in the days of Sir Robert Walpole, or in the 
more recent difpute relative to the Falkland Iflands. It was 
with the greateft reluifance that the firll entered on a war, 
that had been juftified by repeated and repeated injuries. The 
fecond jlfo was highly blameable for fuffering the Spaniards 
to infer: in the treaty thofe very claims and pretentions winicb 
had been the caufe of the infult, and which had ever been 
alltdged in excufe for their moft ofFehfive behaviour. For 
the prefent Adminiflration it had remained to affert the dig¬ 
nity of Great Britain, in a becoming manner. The pride of 
Spain was now humbled as it deferved; and who ought tt? - ' 
complain of the fuin the late armament had coft, when it 
had procured fo neceffary a vindication of our infulted ho¬ 
nour, and fo much glory to the country r 

In anfwer to an obfervation which had been made, that 
without fo great an armament, without fo many threats, 
Spain might have been induced, at a much earlier part of the 
fummer, to have made us that reparation which we obtained 
at laft, 1 fay, it is not probable that this would have been 
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the cafe. What appearances juftified the fuppofition of pa¬ 
cific intentions, or an inclination to compromife, in the Court 
of Spain, on the terms we offered ? What papers a ve want¬ 
ing to fhew how averfe that nation was, from the beginning, 
to any reafonable accommodation ? Of fadls, there \rere fuf- 
ficient to fupport a different opinion, ^am had h,jen long 
preparing a great armament in iilence, which iffued ifom her 
ports more formidable than any fhe had ever produced fince 
the days of the famed armada; nor was its appearance to us 
matter of lefs furprife and aftonifhment. '1 he/nfult had 
been long in meditation. 1 he language of tb r 
Mexico, urging their haughty jpretenfions, ^nd excluding ufc 
from any fettlement between Cook’s Rivfr- rfnd Cape Horn, 
at once declared the difpofition of thp* Spaniards. By our 
fpirited exertions, this difpofition has been rendered ineffec¬ 
tual, and they have obtained for us -ail the fubmiflive repara¬ 
tion we, in our hearts, could wifh. 

As to the advantages promifed to us by the convention, 
gentlemen have fhewn, mud} better than I can do, what 
may be expected from the fur trade, and fouthern whale 
fifheries. The former is as yet in its infancy, and therefore 
cannot be properly eftimated. Some fpeculation, however, 
may be indulged on thofe advantages which are lfow only in 
faint perfpediive. A new continent is opened to the com¬ 
mercial fpirit of our countrymen ; and a new fea, ftrewed 
with innumerable iflands, is declared free to our navigators. 
What may he the value of thefe fources of wealth, cannot at 
prefent he determined, but it will certainly be-very great. 

The loutheril fifheries will now be profecuted in peace and 
fecurity. An honourable Member has endeavoured to de¬ 
preciate thefe fifheries rather uncandidly, by ftatements 
which I think may he controverted : time will, however, 
throw more light on this fubje6l. 

I do not propofe to dwell on the narrow invefliga^ion of 
any branch of commerce affedled by this convention; but I 
fhall advert in genej^l to the increaTe of trade with China, 
which will probably arTrer^rem it: no matter if at firft it 
fho^ld not be very confiderable, flill the importation of new 
articles into that empire, is another link added to the com¬ 
mercial chain with that great and populous country. 

But, independent of thefe advantages, which, inthemafs, 
are certainly very important, it would have been a mortifying 
circumftance, had we tamely left to the Spaniards the un- 
difturbed poffeflion of half a world ! Were we to be excluded 
from feas which we had explored at a great cxpence ? Whe¬ 
ther viewed as adding only to our llore of geographical know- 
ledge, or as an attempt to difeover new channels for our 
commerce, thefe expeditions had done great honour to the 

kingdom. 
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kingdom. And now that the information brought home had 
prompted adventurers to lilk their lives and fortunes, in 
puriuicof the advantages promifed to them by our circum- 
navigat >rs, and were beginning to experience how well found¬ 
ed theft promifes had been, weie we to abandon theprofj*e& 
before 1 's ? Ships iiave been fitted out at the lame time from 
Londoi and from the Kaft Indies, with a fpnit of enteiprife 
highly lonourable to Engliilrmen; and (hall we, by refufing 
to arm fcr d*;f nee of our rights, fuffer this {pint to evaporate 
in fruit life preparation ? Certainly not. 

- has "Km ohlerved by fome gentlemen, that England has 
not gained by .-bis convention an exclufive privilege of fet¬ 
tling on the ncvKa-weft coalf of America, but that other na¬ 
tions will (hare iiir^is advantage at^our expence. 1 do not, 
liowever, coniider this circumltance in the light th y do; 
on the contra: y, it heajv* additional honour on this country* 
that we, of all Europe alone, have had the Ipirit, and per¬ 
haps the power, to affert the rights of nations. We alone 
have red relied the general grievance, and punifhed the arro¬ 
gance ot the haughty and ambitious Spaniard ; we have 
toiced them to relirujuifii their ufurpatinns and pretenfions 
to unbounded empire, and we now mn t v\ i111 the reward of 
our generous exertions. The lupcnoin y ol this country is 
acknowledged univerfally, and the name of Enghihman is a 
glorious appellation. 

* 1 rom tliis view of the convention, I am inclined to give 
it my flrongeft lupport. It is an honourable and an advan¬ 
tageous treaty. I hive delivered the fentnnents it has excited 
probably with too much warmth ; but ns 1 felt them llrong- 
Jy, fo have 1 ex prefled them. 

Mr. Lore den oppoled the addrrfs, becaufe to him there 
appeared nothing*to recommend, but much to cenfurc, in 
the convention. With regard to the flatcinent made by the 
honourable Alderman of the value of whale oil, he begged to 
inform the Houle, from a price current which he theo held 
in his hand, that the fouthern oil was told lalt week for l&l. 
and 19I. per ton, and the nor«be/^for 74). and 25I. Sper- 

i naceti he law marked at 52I. the ton; hut this he hardly 
iippofed the honourable Alderman alluded to, when helpoke 
genu ally of tire oil from the South Seas,' lince it was well 
known that tire fpermaccti was not above a tenth of the oil 
brought horn the South Seas. 

Mr. Alderman Curtis anlwered, that rhe (hips did not go 
to the South Seas for lamp oil; the fouthern whale fifhers 
went out for the purpofe of taking the fpermaceti whale, 
which was always to be found in deep water, but never in 
foundings, and the oil of thofe whales would fetch 52I. pef 
ton; a biack whale, however, if fallen in with in jjys voyage* 

Would 
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Would not be negledted, as black oil would help to make up 
the freight, though he knew very well, that the black oil 
from the South Seas wa- not equal in value tothqt from the 
North; hut the black oil was the object, the fperimaceti was 
always the object of the voyage. 1 

Sir JVilli am 1 c,un% having premifed that, upon the King’s Sir \Vm. 
meffage to the Houfe, relative to our difference vi th Spain, Yourig. 
an honourable Member of Oppofition had remarked, that 
with regard to the pofTeflion in difpute, no could be 

fatisfadtorv, except the claim of occupancy, c’Jferved, that # 
right of occupancy had now been obtained. lied • 

former treaties, in all of vjiich, be co&uended, that Spain 
had denied our right to the pofleffio:<re^wliich it had now 
granted. He rematIr-^d how deilrabk. it was for Britain to be 
the inftrument of (ecuring tlie privilege of a free fea, not 
only to hrr own fubjedls, hut to % a!l the wcrld, 

Mr. (trey expreflid his aftonifhment to hear it afTcrted that Mr. Gi?y 
the pofle fnmis ceded in the convention by Spain to tlris^coun- 
try, had been obtained contrary to the engagement of former 
treaties. Now, what was this but to deny the right of this 
country to thefe pnfiifTiMis, as treaties fuiely can be the 
only criterion of that right. Confidcring the convention in 
the light in which he rrgmkd it, lie could liy no means 
concur in the nddrvls of approbation. The original prin¬ 
ciple held out in His Maiefty’s fpeech, of an abl'olute nnd*pos 
fit 1 vc right, had been departed from, and in its ft cad ftrb- 
fli'Uted a right, uncertain and illufive. We were allowed 
to make letllcmcnts; but h^w f Where nre*v,e to go ? what 
is the extent and foliation of the boundaries afligned ? Are 
\ve to he told, that we are allowed to fettle fomewbcie, but 


the place is left undefined ? What, then, is it that we have 
gained bv this convention ? what acceflion have we made to 
our privileges or poileflionf * W e liad before a right to trade 


with Spain, 
to Nootla * 


Arc 1 we now permitted to extend our commerce 
It is nr 1 where mentioned in the convention; 


nay, it falls cxpiV-Xly under the lift of thoiV places which are 
to he given up to Spain? *wnd for which we were hound to 
accept a compenf.ition. W ith regard to thofe places in which 
we have obtained a fcttleinent, it is oniy in conjundtion with 
the Spaniards; acceft is every where left to them ; where we 
may form a fett lenient upon one hill, tiny may eredt a fort 
upon another. A nit reliant muff run all the rilk of dif- 
covery, and all the cxpences of eftablifhment, fora property 
of fuch a nature as fhall he liable to he the fubjedt of conti¬ 
nual difpute, and can never be placed upon a permanent foot¬ 
ing of fecurit y. Where then me the boafted acquifitions and 
advantages 01 this convention ? where then is its tendency to 
prevent the occurrence ofdifputes, and fecure the continuance 
Vol. XXVIII. O of 
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of harmony ? We have neither increafed our pofleflions, or 
infured our hopes of tranquillity. By the convention, no¬ 
thing has been fettled, nothing has been fecured. With re¬ 
gard to our rights, we are left in a Hate equally uncertain as 
before, vvl^ le the probability of an approaching rupture, in- 
fteid of be ng diminiflied, is increafed, and, in our prefent 
fituation, s Hill more to be apprehended than ever. Mr. 
Grey cone ruled with oblcrving, that, for tliefe confiderations, 
he Ihould nVve that the Houfe do now adjourn. 

Mr. Mr. Duncbu contended, that every neceffary information 
Dundas. p, acl beeii^iven,- to warrant the Houle to proceed into a dif- 
cuiTion ot the menh: of the coiv/ention with Spam. That 
when intelligence otV^he outrage commi : t* d at Nootka ar¬ 
rived in England, His itlajeily was pirafed to make an im¬ 
mediate communication of it to the Houfe in the month of 
May—that violence had been excrciled by the Court of Spam 
towards Eritilli luhjecls, founded upon an ufurped claim ot 
an exclufive iight to occupancy, gavigation, and commeice, 
in the Pacific Ocean ; and that flic honour and dignity of 
the nation were immediately affe^te.’ hy luch a wanton and 
unprovoked attack. The Houfe at once relented the infult, 
hy an unanimous vote in lupport of me.ifures for retaliation. 
An adequate reparation w as demanded for the injury fuflain- 
ed by individuals, as well as a complete fatishidtion for the 
indignity offered to the nation. In rcgaid to the firft point, 
a reparation had been obtained, as fpecified in the Declaration 
and Counter-Declaration, in the month of July, Such had 
been the compensation acquired by tliis preliminary treaty, 
that ail honouublc gentleman had doubted whether the 
fi *t ndlhip of the Spanilh nation had not been eafier conciliat¬ 
ed and better teemed hy a difplay of greater moderation and 
generolity. Hut as the wild and extravagant claims of Spain 
to an exclufive right to all the fouth-vwdl <oaft of America, 
had beei/countenanced by our taut iubmiflion, and other 
European imMoiis, this circumftance n*av prove fome exre- 
nunt.jr of that abfuid pietenfioji. ^TJ^fpirit of the nation 
was roufecl at laid to vindicate its honour, and to aflert an 
erjir»l right with Spain to occupancy, trade, and navigation, 
in thole parts. Whatever felt lenient we had at Nootka, 
r , • thing was reftored according to circumllances, either 
:r T and or pecuniary compenfation. So much as to rep.ua- 
• But it has been afked, what have we for the fecurity 
of cur fettlement ? Is there any precife line of demarkation 
Ei’vn as a boundary ? No. 7 his were impracticable, as we 
were not contending for a few miles, but a large world. 
How could lines of demarkation, then, be drawn, without 
infinite delay, and an enormous unneceflary expence ? We 
ought then to proceed upon another principle. At Nootka 

we 
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we had obtained a fpecific right of fettlement, to trade 
and fifti, and Spain, by the convention, has receded from 
her claim to exclufive right. The fifhery had flour ilhed 
with a rapidity unequalled, when even cramped by ruftric- 
tions. With what rapidity mufl. it improve, when every 
impediment to its profperity is removed ! 1 his country would 
not be limited in its market. Its wealth, conjmned Mr. 

Dundas, is founded upon the fkill of our manufafjurers, and 
• the adventures of our merchants. Thefe raltd/our arma¬ 
ments, and rendered us formidable and refpef’able in the 
lcalc of Europe. Our profperity is the adnur tinn ;u\d' o,v . $ _ 
of the world. We do not infill on any r ; e iit to invade the 
colonial lights of other nations, in ordeyjo extend our com¬ 
merce; hut the lpirit of rommercial # 'Mventui\ in this coun¬ 
try is unbounded. JVlbch has been fa id as to the duration of 
the negociation, and a leferenc^ was made to the Falkland 
Ifland convention : but did gentlemen confider, that in the 
ncgociation theie vveie two treaties ; a preliminary one, de¬ 
manding reparation, whicW f was concluded in July ; and an¬ 
other, ratified in November, adjufting the mattei of right to 
occupincy, trade, and navigation : that the Falkland llland 
negcciaiion had been as long depending as the prelent, with 
thF gieat difference, that the parties were aW in London ; 
yet the expence amounted to three millions, and little more 
than tliar fum had now been expended, notwithftanding xhe 
great diftance between London and Madrid. That the pro* 
craflination complained of was reafonable; that the effect it 
produced, by the ready equipment o£ as complete a fleet as 
ever appeared upon the ocean, had more than c< m pen fa ted 
for the expuice, by the credit and eftimation in which we 
were viewed by all the States of Europe. 

Mr. H hui.am faid, that he mull take the liberty to ex- Mr. 
prels lus doubts whether his right honourable fiiend (Mr. Windham 
Dundas) had clearlv and fatisfa&orily pioved that our honour 
had*received a reparation, and that our rights had been let- 
tie J beyond difpu^e, How, he fliould beg lea\e to alk, was 
it poflible for him to Lcrc^vinced of the juft ice of the affer- 
t’^pn, without feeing the documents upon which he was to 
iuppofe that it was grounded. For his own part, he per¬ 
ceived nothing in the convention; to him it appeared open 
for endlefs difputes. He confidered the hovering act allowed 
to the Spanifti fettlements, to be of ten times more importance 
to them than any thing given to us. It was faid, that w r e 
had a right to all the territory which did not come within the 
extent of the Spanifti occupancy; the extent of the Spanifti 
occupancy had been allowed to be fluctuating and various, 
for which reafon it was out of our power to fix any precife 
limits ; we were, therefore, guilty of a Grange contradiction, 
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in declaring ourlelves to have marked out that diftin&ion of 
boundary, which we at the lame time confefled impoffible to 
be made. With regard to the time, it was difficult to lay 
that the negociaticn was too long or too fhort, becaufe gen¬ 
tlemen had been kept completely in the daik on the lidveft. 
Better terms, however, he fhould imagine, might h^vebeen 
obtained i and, after all, the worft event would have been to 
have gonl to war; a war, in which, he conceived, there 
would haw bden nothing to fear, except that which was al- 
v ready, in a\onfidtrable degree, incurred, the expence. 

Mr. . ferrJ^TbHferved, that the whole coaft of krince Wil- 

5 muh. liam’s Sound vvasSi te for us to-yfettle on, no place being oc¬ 
cupied there by 2k\jy)ani/h colony ; and that all the great 
points at iflue were anhea 1 ly fettled b-y the convention ; we 
had a total renunciation of unlimited claims, and a full repa¬ 
ration for the infult to the Krkifli hag ; nothing ell'e could be 
rcijuiied. 

Poland Colonel Phipps having premifjJ that his right honourable 
riiippb. friend over the way had dated «that l.is principal objection 
was the want of a prt-cife demarcation of the* limits which 
were to be prefcrilred tons, and to mirk out the fair trader 
from the fmiyjgler, in the Pacific Ocean 01 the riorth weflern 
confts of South America, added, that d though the line of 
demarkation *as not drawn, yet the dangers of which his 
•.right honourable friend had exhibited fo alarming a p’fture, 
were not to be dread- cl. 'The Colonel having underftood Mr. 
Windham to have laid, that we might have calily fettled all, 
without incuri iiTg tlie c/pence of a guinea, by ceding every 
thing to Spain in the firft inftance, aigued what he- termed 
the abfolute neceflity which impelled us to refeur the national 
honour from difgrace, by relenting infult. The ColoneJ 
concluded with the following lines from Shakefpeare : 

-“ And fell the mighty (pace of our large honours 

u Fof fo much trafii as may l)e grafpid thus? 

“ l*d rather be a dog, and bay the moon, 

" Than fuch a Roman.” t*_.... < 

Mr. Windham , in anfwcr, fluted the value of the fouthem 
• fifliery as a nuifery of fea/nen, and explained, to ftiew that 
his honourable friend had mifconceived his meaning. 

Lord Lord Muncajler pronounced an eulogium not only upon 
Muncaftcr the convention, but upon the Minifler, for the great abilities 
which he had evinced in bringing it to pcrfe£lion in fo fhort 
a time. He lamented that any attempt fhould be made to 
throw a fhade over the merits of a meafure which called for 
univerfal applaufe. Expatiating upon what he contended 
were the beneficial confequences which, in all probability, 
would attend the meafure, Lord Muncafter faid he was at a 

lofs 



101 


1790* Debates. 

lofs t& conje&ure what might be the intended effect of the 
oppofition which had been made by gentlemen on the other 
fide of the Hopfe. He declared, though a friend to the Mi- 
nilter himfelf, he had'ever been an admirer of the great and 
diftinguiflied abilities of thofe gentlemen, and always con¬ 
ceived, that rotwithftanding the perfonal contenions for 
power iu which he daily faw them engaged, yet, \^hen the 
public intereft was at flake, and a queftion involving con¬ 
fluences of the firft national importance fell under/con Tide- 
ration, there was bur one fentiment pervaded the Koufe, and 
that men of all parties felt alike, and were vs p nirnoi',® 
promoting an objedl To dear toJ^pglilhrnen.^Lord Vluncafter 
added, that he was the mere at a lofs, y/>en he confidcred 
the candid ccnduft of the gentleman tfc' whom he alluded in 
1787, when a tneafure Tfimilar to the prefent was under dif- 
cuiTion. 'i he buiinefs of that year, he was ready to allow, 
had been a buiinefs of inlinite magnitude and importance, 
but the prefent he regarded as a meafure of far greater confe- 
quence to the country, fron%the cffential advantages which 
it promifed to cur arts, our nianufadtuies, and our com- 

# merce. 

General Smith (Chairman of til*- Select Committee on India General 
Affairs, in the two Parliament^ preceding the lull) Hated a Smith, 
cuftom in India in carrying on a commerce with an ifland, 
where trading with Englnh fhips was ioibidden, in order to 
evade rlie prohibition mafler: the cuiioni was, to make a black m 
man a Mahommedan, and by a proper underftanding with 
the Governor or Deputy Governor of ?he iilajul, to carry on 
the commerce. TheGeneial farther laid, that the natives 
and inhabitants of the whole of ihofecoaits of America, with 
whom the convention authoiiild a tiride, were cannibals. 

Mr. Rolle ohferved, that he leprefented a molt coniiderable M , Rollc 
county, and that lie was aware that one part of his cunfti- 
tuents approved the convention, and lie hoped that tiy- other 
part'tvould approve of it alfo. Mr. Rolle declared that he 
gav^lie right honourable gentleman his confidence. 

Mr. Ryder obferved, ti«.-.! *! 7 e fliould not have offered his ]yj r . 
fe»timents to the Houfe, hut it was a queftion of fuch im- R>der. 
po ranee, that he wilhed to lay a few words refpedting it. The 
gentlemen on the other fide had ridiculed it as a queflion of 
confidence, which they reprobated. He would, were it ne- 
ceflary, prove, from very high authorities, that there often 
did occur questions, in which it was the duty of that Houfe 
to give full confidence toMinifters; treaties were among the 
number. With regard to his right honourable friend, his 
declarations and conventions did him the higheft honour, but 
he well knew his right honourable friend was willing to be 
praifed only for his actions; by that teft he was fure he 

* might 
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might challenge every fort of trial. The claims of Spain, 
though exorbitant, were what (lie had long made, and would 
have enforced, had (lie been able ; he rejoiced, therefore, that 
at a fit opportunity it had a&ually become neceffary for this 
country to arm and enforce her rights. Had it not happened 
this year, it mull fooner or later, and had Spain flood in othvr 
circumlVances, a war at any rate muft have been the confe- 
quetice. 1 Fortunately for us, that calamity had been avoided, 
and we had obtained our objedl; not what might he regarded 
as new rights, hut the acknowledging of rights long refilled 

* jmd difputed. The obtainment of that object, therefore, 

was furffiy^ofVo inconfidcnible value. It had coft us three 
millions and a h^', and aitholigh that fum mull he acknow¬ 
ledged to be a larg* one, ytt, when all the circumflances 
were confiJercd, it was, in his opinion, fully juflifiahle. 
He did not me an to fay vyu were the better for the expence, 
but the infult once given, w'e were bound to refent it, and 
procuie leparation Jor the national honour, or wt ihould have 
incuited the contempt ot all Kurope. Mr. Ryder advifed 
the Houfe to compare the whole bulinefs with the alFairs 
of private life. An aiFront is given, a duel is fought, but 
gentlemanlike fa ti .Tael ion has been obtained, and there re¬ 
mains the !prgc*on\ i>i 1 i to pay. It would be laid, the fitu- 
at ion of the affronted peifon was not the fame as before; it 
was true; but let the fituation of the perfon affronted be 

* compared to wha f ir would have been, if he had not refen ted 
the affront, he mull, in that cafe, have remained the perpe¬ 
tual (corn of all who l new him, and he conflantly expofed to 
receive a fimihr affront. So v&ith us; we had fpiritedly re- 
fi-nred an infult as foon as we knew that it was offered, and 
li.td mnni felted to all the world, that an infult could not be 
olined to Great V\ tain with impunity. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox prcf.CMi a moft able difeufiion of the convention, 
and the general policy of (ireat llritaiu, with refpeft to fo¬ 
reign powers, with fume remarks on the Angular mode in 
which the debate had been opened. lt„was hardly worth 
while to notice particular freaking, except ^hen, 

by frequent repetition, they grew into a fort of faihion, qnd 
feemed to convey idea-not ftiiilly conflitutional. It was 
perfectly fair for any gentleman to fay that he had the ho¬ 
nour of rereplentir.g an extenfive county, or a great commer¬ 
cial city, and that fuch or luch he conceived to be the fenle 
of his conftituents; but to introduce this with a view of giv- 
ing greater weight io the opinion that he was to deliver, or 
any weight but w hat it might derive from the force of his 
argument, was neither proper nor parliamentary. The lead¬ 
ing principle of the Houfe was, that all the Members, whe¬ 
ther Knights of Shires, Citizens, or Burgeffes, were on a 
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footing of perfect equality. They were not to confider them- 
felves individually as the reprefentatives of this or that par¬ 
ticular body, but as the reprefentativc s uf the People of Great 
IJritafh, and in this point of view, the voUe and opinion ol a 
Member returned hy the moll rotten borough in the king¬ 
dom, were of equal authority with thofe of a Member rt- 
turned by the moll populous county, or moft optildnt city. 
This mode of fpeaking, however, the gentlemen who rn vcd 
and feconded the acldrels, had thought proper to adt»pt, and 
with a reference all'o to the opinion of their cnnilitui fits on 
the meafure before the Houle. How they w'ie allured of 
that opinion, it was not his bufineL to enquire. i \s far as he 
had heard, it was a meafure on which opinion of the 
country at large was nu.':h divided; aftd on which few gen¬ 
tlemen could venture to pronounce what was the opinion of 
the majority of their conilitucnts* But it was the duty of 
the Houfe to examine it in its own proper merits, without 
regard to opinions, or report^ of opinions, and iultead of de¬ 
bating about what were the lefitiments of the manufacturers 
of York/hire, or the merchants of London refpedting it, to 
confine their attention to fuch information and fuch docu¬ 
ments as were legularly before them. A noble Lord (Mun- 
cafter) had ex prefled his fnrprife at the prelent conduct of 
gentlemen on his fide of the Houle, compared with their con¬ 
duct on a fimilar occafion, in 1787, when the interpofiriofr 
of this country in the affairs of Holland was under dilcuf- 
fion. Thofe who had alluded to that tginfa&ion, had done 
him the juflice to acknowledge that he had liberally com¬ 
mended the mealures then adopted ; and this, inftead of ex¬ 
citing their furprife, ought to he confidered as a proof of his 
fincerity in condemning the meafures now under, difeuflion. 
If the late meafures were fo generally popular as they had been 
reprefented, thofe who voluntarily inclined the rifk of un¬ 
popularity, hy arguing againft them, were furely entitled to 
credit for the purity of their motives. It was eafy at all 
times to fwim wfhi the tide, and fomething might be 
gained by flattering popular opinion. To oppose it, was 
a t;flk as unprofitable as ungracious; and he who undertook 
if, nuift reafotiably be fuppofed to ail under the influence of 
fame ftronger and more laudable motive than the afFeftation 
of Angularity. He was ready to own, that he wifhed for 
popularity ; he had enjoyed the pofleffion of it; he had b.en 
mortified by its lofs. Neither the one nor the other de¬ 
pended on himfelf; but it was always in his power to do what 
he felt to he his duty; and he had ever held pleafmg his con- 
ftituents as an inferior confideration to that of difeharging the 
duty with which they had entrufted him. Another gentle¬ 
man (Mr. Rolle) the reprefentativc of a large county, had 
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faid, that his conftituents repofed great confidence in the 
Minifter. Their confidence was no argument for the con- 
fid dice of the Honle. He, as the representative of a city, 
not the leaft populous or opulent in the kingdom, conlpofed 
of inhabitants of as various descriptions, and likely to be as 
well informed as thoi’e of any other, could refer to ftronger 
proofs cjf the confidence of Ins conftituents than any that the 
honourable gentleman could produce, were he to confider 
thefe as »an^ corroboration of hh argument. Inftead of re¬ 
forming to this loir of authority, he w idled to enter into the 
- difcuffio#r-of the convention on fuch information as the 
Houle had before them ; anc^ firft, to give his rcalons for 
voting for the iMtion to adjourn, rather than for a motion 
of praife or of cenfune. When the^Houfe refolved laft nighty 
that they would«fce n> papers but the papers on their table, 
they precluded inquiry, rfhd, of couife, rendered cenfurc and 
approbation equally improper. When the neccflsry illuftra- 
tions were relufed, it was impoflible to fay whether the mea- 
fure was beneficial or the contrary. I fad they any means of 
knowing th,»t the terms obtained by the convention, or 
terms relatively as pood, could not have been obtained in tliQ 
firft ltage ot the hufinds, hcfoie the Declaration and Coun¬ 
ter-DcclaiSrion were exchangi cl, immediately after they 
were exchanged, or at fome intermediate period, between 
* rfiat and the 4th ofNovemhei i If they had precluded them- 
ftdves from knowing th< circumfiances on which the merit or 
demerit of tlie negotiation io cfienlially depended, on what 
pretence coulfl they"either ccyilme or approver If it was 
true that Spain had offered to difarm immediately after the 
exchange of the two Declarations, which there was reafon 
to believe, although they had refolved that they would not 
enquire, ought they to pal’s a vote of thanks to His Majefty's 
Minifters, when, by agreeing to difarm in Auguft, the 
greater part of the ex pence, and much of the lofs and incon¬ 
venience naturally resulting from the hazard of war, knight 
have been faved t Thefe were furely g<qpd ^pounds for fufpend- 
ing their opinion ; hut if he tliboght the convention as good, 
advantageous, and 1 ecu re, as he thought it bad, infectire, 
and inadequate to what the country had a right to demand, 
he would not vote for an add refs of approbation, on the blind 
confidence that was demanded of him; and for this too, fome 
additional reafon s had appeared in the debate. , 

The honourable Magiftrate who feconded the addrefs, had 
felt himfelf called upon to give a fpecimen of his local know¬ 
ledge, of which lie had been able to colled! no more than that 
the Straits of Magclhaens were to be found in the extremity • 
of the fouth of America. But he had traverfed the globe, 
from the nprth-weft to the north eaft* and emphatically de- 
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manded, cc Who did not fee that we muft continue armedy 
“ till the Baltic prefented to the northern fleets a plain of 
“ impenetrable icer” If it was true, that the fleets of the 
Baltic had been the reafon for our continuing armed, 
which, as well from the quarter whence the intimation had 
come, as from other circumftances, there was ground to 
iufpeft, he fhould be glad to hear it from authority. On 
.the policy of fuch condudt he would not touch; but if Mi- 
nifters had kept up an armament for one purpofe, they ought 
not to call upon the Houfe to pay for it under colour of 
another. This, on the face of it, would be a circumftance 
of ftrong fufpicion, which, #if they fuffrred to pafs over 
without examination, they were no lon^ the controllers 
and the judges of public meafures, buttneretoois in the hands 
of the executive Power. Tt was obferved by feme, that free 
Governments were ill calculatecffor thofe mafter ftrokes of 
policy, by which one end was more eafily effedled, while 
another was pretended to bj kept in view. He conceived 
it was a merit in free Ciovernfnents, not a defedl, that they 
prevented ihcfc ftrokes of crooked and infidious policy, 

. which none but the weak would admire, and none but the 
wicked would execute. Were the Houfe to fanftion l'uch a 
line of coi Judl, the Government of this country would be 
worfe and more faithlefs than the moft abfolute defpotifm ; 
becaufa, under the colour of a free Government, Mhiiflerjs^. 
by coliuliun with the Houfe, would be enabled more effec¬ 
tually to deceive. It was a fundamental principle of our 
Government, and a principleticver to be departed from, that 
the Houfe of Commons was, on no pretext, to vote money 
for one purpofe, when the expence had been incurred for 
another. He fhould not have faid fo much on the ftrength of 
an obfervation from an honourable gentleman not immediately 
connc&ed with, though very friendly to, Adminiftration, if 
it hac^not ft ruck him as being, perhaps, the clue by which 
the whole myfterv might he unravelled, of keeping up an 
armament, while-the caufe was fo ftudioufly fereened from 
examination. 

it had been the general language of ope fide of the Houfe 
^magnify the neceffity of vindicating the infulted honour 
of the counts y. On this point he entertained the fame opi¬ 
nion now that he had fairly ftated in the late Parliament. 
He had given it as his opinion, that reparation ought to be 
made for the infult offered to the national honour, and that 
no reparation ought to be deemed fufficient, that did not in¬ 
clude in it a fecurity againff future infult Honour to na* 
tions was, pe rhaps, the only jnftifiable or rational ground of 
Conteft. Wars for the fake of conqueft, of acquiring domi¬ 
nion, or extending trade, were equally unjuft and impolitic. 
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He who vindicated the honour of a country, was the advo¬ 
cate for its deareft interefts; becaufe, to vindicate its honour 
was to fecure its peace. This principle had been adopted in 
the beginning of the difpute. He would then examine how 
it had been followed, and trufted that he fliould /hew that 
the point of honour had been ccmpromifed in the very fiift 
ftep. Reparation for the infult was the firil objeft, and the 
arrangement for preventing future difputes, the fecond ; and 
he fliould confider each in its order. 

The reparation obtained was, frimi facie , inlufficient. It 
fell infinitely fhort o* that which had been obtained on the 
difpute about Falkland I Hands, notwithftanding the aflefla- 
tion cf contempt 'with which^the farisfa&ion demanded cn 
that occafion had been treated. Reparation was then the 
only object in view, and it was obtained in its fulleft extent; 
for Spain agreed to put eve*’y thing in the fame iituation as 
before the infult complained of was committed, and actually 
did fo. In that cafe, there was a full and complete reftora- 
tion ; in this, tin re was only a declaration of a dif ofition to 
reilore, hut without any reftoratiun in fadt. It was true, 
that a very refpedlable minoiity of the Houfe of Commons 
had dilapproved of the terms then obtained ; and ar the head 
of thofe who thought the reparation iufufliuent, was the late 
Earl of Chatham; but, was it to he rompamd with them^re 
verbal reftitution, for as yet no uvt w was obtained by the con- 
* Volition. If he difappioved of that, what terms of reproba¬ 
tion would he not have applied to this ; Had we abandoned 
all claim to every part of north-well America, having made 
a fottlement atNootka, with no intention of infringing on 
the rights ot Spain, but under the idea of a juft right, that 
fettlennnt ought to have been firft rellorcd to u* in the fame 
iituation as wepoffefled it, as a reparation for the infult re¬ 
ceived by the forcible ejection; and therefor 1 , in the only fair 
companion that could be made between the two cafes, the 
prefent convention was worfe than the defpifid convention 
or Falkland Iflands. A learned gentleman (Mr Dundas) 
had ftronglv cenfured the convention of 1771, becaufe it had 
not cut off the occafion of future quarrel, as the prefent did, 
by confining the pretenfions of Spain within proper limits. 
Yet that convention, bad as he now though? it, the learned 
gentleman had been within eighteen months of fupp-,rting \ for 
having fupported all the meafures of the Minifters who made 
it, from the day on which he took his feat in Parliament to 
the day on which they went out of office, it was more than 
probable that he would have fupported that alfo, had he been 
in Parliament when it took place. The learned gentleman 
ought to recollefl that, on that occafion, no arrangement to 
prevent future difputes had been promifed; and that all that 

was 
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was promifed had been performed. He ought, therefore, to 
have treated that convention with lefs feverity, if not from 
regard for his former friends, as a nark of gratitude forth® 
fruit it had produced. If, as he had argued, it contained the 
feeds of the late difpute, which, in twenty years, had grown 
to maturity, and afforded an occafion for obtaining the inef- 
timable advantages which the learned gentleman attributed to 
the prefent convention ; fo far it was acceffar]£ to the boafted 
triumph of the Minifter, and fo far, at leaft, it was entitled 
to the learned gentleman’s refpeft. 

T he learned gentleman had alfo faid, from information 
which he no doubt poffcflulf but of which the Houfe knew 
nothing, that the advantages of the prefffit convention were 
in a great meafure owing to the length of the negociation. 
Had ii been but fufficiently protrafled, it was impoftible to 
lay how high the fum of our gains might have rifen! But as 
thele were fadts known only to Minifters, they formed an 
additional reafon for coming to no vote, without farther in¬ 
formation. It had been airfplitied as a great acceffion of na¬ 
tional honour, that we had broke through an unreasonable 
claim, not only for ourfelves, but for all other nations, and 
that it became the dignity of a great people tg deftroy fucli 
claims wherever they were found. But would any man feri- 
oully defend the romantic doftrine, that' we were to make 
all other penvers with whom we might have a difpute, 
nounce abfurd claims, perhaps no wife connefted with it, be- 
foie we agreed to an accommodation? On this principle, 
might His Majefty be attacked for his claim to the title of 
King of France, and the Kings of Naples and Sardinia, for 
ftyling themfclves Kings of Cyprus and Jerufalem. All 
that we had to do with the claims of other nations, how r ever 
abfurd they might be, was, when they were made the occa¬ 
fion of difference, to infill: on their being fo regulated as to 
prevent difputes in fiituie. Of thofe who had Men con- 
•cernecl in the convention of Falkland Iflands, he had the ho¬ 
nour of living in* habits of friendfliip with fome. Others 
were Members of the prefent Adminiflration, and might be 
fuj>pofed to have atoned for their fliare in that tranfaftion, . 
• $y the great and important fervices to which they had lent 
theiraid in that capacity. It was, therefore, rather hard to . 
revive the opprobrious memory of that meafure, for the fake 
of a reflcfled compliment to the Minifter—not the Mini¬ 
fter in whofe office the bufinefs of the convention was tranf- 
afted, but the Minifter who prefented it to the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, and to whom all the honour of it was attributed, as if 
it had been his own fiiigle aft, from the fondnefs that had 
lately prevailed of praifmg men who were prefent. Of that 
honour, however, the other Members of the Cabinet ought to 
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have their fhare, and it was unkind to allude to the pu- 
fillanimous convention of Falkland Iflands, as it was now 
called, when the Prefident of the Council had atoned for 
his fhare of the demerit of that tranfa&ion, by his fhare of the 
merit of this. It was evident, however, that we had fallen 
fhort of our firft objeft. The reparation promifed was in¬ 
complete, and wliat was promifed had not been performed. 
On the point of honour we had, therefore, nothing to boaft ; 
for the ground of our triumph, we muft therefore look to the 
arrangement made for preventing future difputes. 

He was ready to admit that the occafion was favourable 
for fettling all difputes refpeHing the undefined claims of 
Spain. The Chancellor of th£ Exchequer, when he presented 
His Majelly’s meflage to the Houfe, faid, that full and 
complete fatisfacHon muft be obtained for the infult offered 
to the national honour, previous to any difeuflion of the 
contefted right, and that no fatisfaflion would he confidered 
as complete, which did not take away the ground of future 
quarrel. This determination c the Houfe adopted, and he 
rejoiced in the profpeft of avoiding the trouble and expence 
of a tedious difeuflion of a queftion of right. In the conduit 
of the bufinefs, however, a contrary mode had been adopt¬ 
ed. e had contrived to bring the queftion of right into 
difeuflion almoft in the very firft: inftance, and after fatis- 
faflion for the infult was offered and accepted, the con¬ 
tention, which thus became a diftinlt object, had coft ns 
much as the reparation for our injured honour. The 
learned gentlepan fejaned to triumph in this expence, and 
demanded whether it could he" confidered as hearing a com- 
parifon to what it had been the means of obtaining. In efli- 
mating what we had obtained, we muft take into the account 
what we had conceded ; and by this criterion he fhould try 
the fecond part of the convention. 

I11 the early part of the debate, he had heard nothing 
hut rhodomontade about our acejuifition—nothing but of new 
fources of trade, new objects of enterprise, new oceans and 
new continents oppned to the aflivity of our merchants, and 
the courage of our Tailors! Such flowers of rhetoiic were 
elegant embellilhments, equally convenient to give force to 
argument, or to conceal the want of it: but was it true that 
we had opened any of thofe fources, or made a fingleacqui- 
fition ? An honourable gentleman, who fpoke immediately 
before him, (Mr. Ryder) had put the queftion on its true 
grounds. By the contagion of the fpeakers who preceded 
him on the fame fid?, he had talked of gaining and acquiring, 
but, in the progrefs of his argument, fie had very properly 1 
ftated that we had acquired nothing, but only obtained fe- 
curity for what we poflefled before. This was precifcly what 
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we had obtained; an advantage, no doubt, becaufe it was 
often wife^o give up part of an tftilimited right, to fecure 
the uninterrupted poffeffion of the reft; but an advantage to 
be eftimated by comparing what we gave up with what we 
retained. What then was the extent of our rights before the 
convention, whether admitted or denied by Spain was of 
no confequence, and to what extent were they now fecured 
to us ? We poffcfled and exercifed the free navigation of the 
‘Pacific Ocean, without rcftraint or limitation. We pcf- 
fefled and exercifed the right of carrying on fiftieries in the 
South Seas, equally unfimited. This was no barren right, 
hut a right of which we had^ availed ourfelves, as appeared 
by the papers on the table, which fhewq^that the produce 
of it had increafed in five years from .twelve to ninety-leveu 
thoufand pounds. 7 his sftate we had, and were daily im¬ 
proving; it was not to be difgraaed by the name of an ac- 
quifition. The ad million of part of thefe rights by Spain 
was all we had obtained. It lemaintd to enquire what it 
had coft. Our right befortf # was to fettle in any part of South 
or Noith-wefl America, not fortified again ft us by previous 
occupancy, and we were now reftri&ed to fettle in certain 
places only, and under certain reftridtions. 7 his was an im¬ 
portant conceflion on our part. Our right of fifhing extend¬ 
ed to the whole ocean, and now it too wqs limited and to he 
carried on within certain diftanccs of the Spanifti fettlements. 
Our right of making fettlements was not, as now, a right 
to build huts, hut to plant colonies, if we thought pro¬ 
per. Suiely thefe were not pcquilitidhs, or rather c<»nqueft< 9 
as they mud be confidcred, if we were to judge by the tri¬ 
umphant language refpe£ting them, hutgie.it and important 
conceflions. Every new regulation was a concrjfion, not an 
acquifiticju It was, indeed, faid, in His Majcity’s meflage 
to both Houfes of Parliament, that a claim was aflerted by 
Spain to the cxclufive rights of fovereignty, navigation, and 
. commerce, in the territories, coafts, and i'eas in that part of 
the world ; but »cas a roefllige from His Majefty a fufficient 
authority to the Houfe for the nature and extent of the claims 
of Spain. An honourable Baronet (Sir William Young) had 
% .ford, u Look into all the treaties, from the time of Charles 
<c tbe Second to the treaty oi Utrecht, and there the romaiv 
ic tic and unwarrantable claims of Spain will appear.” Were 
that fiatement corre£l, the confequence muft be, that our 
claims on Spain were unjuft and unwarrantable, and infilling 
on them a dire£l violation pf the faith of treaties; becaufe 
wherever the claims of Spain were recorded, the conceflions 
of Britain, were recorded alfo. But he rejoiced for his coun¬ 
try that it was not fa. He was as much a friend to the 
claims of Spain, fanitioned by the treaty of Utrecht, as Count 
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florida Blanca, or any Spanifti Minifter, beca^fe they were 
founded in juftice. Tliefe were an exclufive right of terri¬ 
tory, navigation, and commerce, on the feas and coafts of 
Spani/h America. The abfurd and extravagant claims arofe 
from extending the term Spanifli America, to feas and coafts 
where Spain had no right of occupancy, and in this exten- 
fion of the term had every one of our preceding difputes 
about the claims of Spain originated. To what did we object 
before, but'to the indefinite limits of Spani/h America ? The 
objedtion ftill remained; for the limits of Spani/h America 
were ftill undefined; not, perhaps, in a way fo likely to 
create difputes as formerly,* but ltill fufficiently yague and 
uncertain to aff ord a pretext where there was a previous 
difpofition to quarrel.* On this point, therefore, abftradledly 
confidered, we had gained nothing. We had renounced the 
right of permanent (ettleihent on the whole extent of South 
America, and where the admitted right of .Settlement on the 
north-weft coaft commenced was completely undefined. If 
it was (aid at Nootka, we did viot know that Nootka would 
he reftored. It was, indeed, ftipulated by the firft article 
of the convention, that all tradls of land, &c. of which we 
had been difpollefll ‘3 about the month of April, were to he 
reftored. Why, about the month of April was mentioned 
in fo indefinite a'way, a learned gentleman had endeavoured 
explain, by faying that there was danger in mentioning 
a particular day, becaufe if any miftake of date fliould occur, 
that might give rife to difpute. If Captain Meares’s au¬ 
thority was g<sod for any thing, it was Surely good for the 
date at which his fhip was taken, and that, by his own 
account, was on the 13th of May. Why about the month 
of April was infer ted as the date of what happened in May, 
being on the face of it unaccountable, gave reafon to imagine 
that it was done to anfwer fome purpofe, and ccnfequently 
excited fufpicion. By the Second article, it was provided, 
that every tiling of which either party had been forcibly 
iMpo/Rfled by the other, fubfequent to the month of April, 
Jhould be reftored, or a juft compensation made. Now, as 
there was lome ground to believe that we had been difpof- 
f-ffed of Nootka fubfequent to that period, how could we'to 
lure that Spain, ir.ftead of reftoring it, would not offer a com- 
peniation * The learned gentleman faid it was other wife 
agreed upon. If he knew that, he knew more than the 
Houfe knew. They were allowed no information; they 
* were directed to read the text Straight forward as it were with 
blinkers on their eyes, to prevent them from looking to the * 
right or left. By the third article, we were authorifed * 
to navigate the Pacific Ocean and South Seas unmolefted, for 
the purpofe of carrying on our fi/heries, and to land on the 
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unfettled coafts for the purpofe of trading with the natives ; 
but after this pompous recognition of right to navigation, 
fifhery, and commerce, comes another article (the fixth) 
which takes away all right of landing, and ending even 
temporary huts for any purpofe but that of carrying on the 
filhery, and amounts to a complete derdiCtion of all right to 
fettle in any way for the purpofe of commerce with the na¬ 
tives. 

• If he were alked what was the value of the purt of South 
America, to which we had thus renounced all claim, he 
would anfwer, that he had no means of judging hut by the 
accounts that had been given of it; nor was its intrinfic va¬ 
lue of any confequence. It hat? been defcriljpd by an honour¬ 
able Mag t ft rate as a bleak and inhofpirable region, productive 
of nothing; and by anot!\er honourable gentleman, as con¬ 
taining mines of unknown and i«eftimable value. Thefe 
were figurative mines, no doubt; but whether figurative or 
real, what reafon had we to deprive ourfehes of any pro¬ 
bable or poffible advantage ths\ might be drawn from it with¬ 
out an equivalent? Were he, however, to admit, that it 
was a tradt of country from which we were likely to reap no 
advantage, and in which we Ihould probably never form a 
lettlement, in hollowing a boon, the value to him that re¬ 
ceived was as much to be confidered as ^ie worth to him 
that gave. It was, perhaps, of little value to us, but it was 
of great value to bipain. To remove all poflxbility of ouT 
ever forming a fcttlement to the fouth of her American co¬ 
lonies, was an objeCt for which Am; wt>uld h»nve been wil¬ 
ling to pay a liberal price. Mmillers who had been meditat¬ 
ing a war again(1 her, might know better than he the hor¬ 
ror which fhe always felt at the idea of her American colo¬ 
nies being vifiled by any European power. But, indepen¬ 
dent of the anxious jealoufy with which fhe had always 
watched thol'e colonies, he knew that the vicinity of an 
enlightened and free people would be confidered by her as 
an object of antipathy and dread. In renouncing all right to 
make fcttlements in South America, we had given to Spain 
whqf flie confidered as ineftimable, and in return been con- 
with drefs. 

If tl\e fouthern whale fifhery was of the great importance 
it was Hated to be, in reipeCt to it alfo, we bad made a con- 
ceffion of great moment. He would not dwell on what he 
had been told, of the molt valuable fifh being only to be found 
near the fliore, or of their making to it, when wounded, as 
to a place of flielter, becaufe it was to him only matter of 
^report; but he knew, as a politician, that a reftridtion from 
approaching within ten leagues of the coaft, was a demark- 
ation of limits not calculated to give fecurity, but to create 
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difpute. His Majefty engaged by the fourth article to take 
the moll effectual meafures to prevent the fifliery from being 
made a pretext for fmuggling, which if he did not, the whole 
treaty fell to the ground. How was that to be done on a 
tliftani coaft, which all the vigilance of Government could 
not do on our own ? If the words effctiual mcafures were to 
lie liberally interpreted the heft mealures in his power, what 
mcafures was it in his power to take, that, under fuch a li¬ 
mit of navigation, would proteft the honed and check the 
fraudulent navigator r All the fkill of the moll tried expe¬ 
rience, aided bv theniceil mathematical in/lruixients that the 
Angular ingenuity ot our artitfs, fuperior as they were to 
thole of any othei-age or nation, could furnifn, would never 
enable any man to obf rve fuch a line with certainty ; and 
if tranfgreflors were to be fuhje&ed to any penalty, which 
•they mull neceflarily be to prevent tranfgreflion, by what 
rule of proof was it to be alcertained that it had or had not 
been tranfgreflt-d, or that one man had gone within it unin¬ 
tentionally and innocently, and another wilfully and frau¬ 
dulently t How was that protection to the innocent, and 
pumibment to the guilty, to which all His Majeftyh 1 ob¬ 
jects were entitled, to be meafured out? If mariners were to 
be warned, 1 it fhould be faid to plain men, u Pafs not the 
€: mouth of fuch/ii river, fail not beyond fuch a Cape, 5 ’ But 

wa> a ftrange and impracticable i nil ruction, to direct them 
nut to approach within thirty miles of a (hoie which they had 
never Iren. 

We were allowed to fettle bo the north of the parts occu¬ 
pied by Spain, and to build temporary huts to the l’onth ; 
and the limits beyond which we were to do this, were to be 
afeertained by a vague defeription, not by any certain mark 
of place. To this, laid a learned genth man, thofe who 
complained of the length of the negotiation had no right to 
ohjetSb, becaufe, to have fettled the limits of Spiniili occu- 
pancy, by any prccife line, would have protracted itTlill far¬ 
ther. It was a Angular argument in favour of a negociation, 
that although it had been long, when concluded it was ftill 
incomplete; and it was equally Angular, that that which 
had not bren done Ihould be mentioned as a fort of excufe 
for its length. The learned gentleman had, however, faid, 
that we, not knowing the exaCt extent of Spanifh occupancy, 
might have been liable to be deceived and defrauded of part 
of this open territory, had we agreed on a prefcif- limit in the 
Aril inllance ; and concluded his defence, by obferving, that 
the territory was not of much value, and that a few miles, 
more or lefs was not worth contending for. In this conclu- 
Aon he was ready to concur. Ceitainty was'of much more 
value than extent of territory, and therefore he would have 
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.thought it good policy to obtaiti a precife line, in the firlt 
ir\ftance, on fuch an account as Spain chofe to give of the 
limits of her occupancy, eveii if that flioiild have been ob¬ 
tained at the expence of a few leagues of country.—I hus we 
had given up all right to fettle, except for temporary pur- 
poies, to the i'outh of the Sponilh fettlemeiits, or in the in¬ 
tervals between them, where they happened to be diftant. 
We had obtained an Jimiffiori of our right to fettle to the 
•north, and even that we had iiot obtained with clearnefs. 
As Spanifli fettlemeiits were the only mark of limits, fuppofe 
we weie to meet with ohe farther to this north than we ex¬ 
pected, and a difpute to arife whether it was new or old; 
it would be fome difficulty to fend out buij^ers to decide, front 
the Hate and condition of the materials, whether the build¬ 
ings weie new or old, according to the meariitig of the 
treaty. He recoileded, betore the palling of Mr. Orenville’s 
hill, for the rrial of con relied elections, that lawyers in the 
Houle of Commons, both above and below the bar, had ar¬ 
gued on elcCtion petitions, *j r ery little to their own honouf 
or the credit of the profeflion. According to them, it was 
not the length of residence in a place that conftituted the right 
of habitation, but the animus morandi of the refident; l'o un¬ 
der the convention, it might come to be aflerteil that it was 
m>t aCtual occupancy that cohllituted sWettlemfcnt, but the 
animus mo and] of the fettlef. It reminded him of a lawyer’s 
will, drawn by liimfelf, with a note in the margin of a par¬ 
ticular cLufe, ‘‘This will affnid room for an excellent dif- 
“ quilition in the Court of Chancel^.” With equal pro- 
pi iety, and full ns much trulli, might th^fe who had extolled 
the late negoriation, for the occalion it had given to fliew 
the vigour and promptitude of the national reiources, write 
in the margin ot'moft of the articles, tl This will afford art* 
6i admirable opportunity for a future difplay of the power 
ee and energy of Groat Britain.” Were the points of difpute 
to couie immediately before liberal and enlightened men, as 
the Minifters of t 4 ie two countries might always be fuppofed 
to he, they would eafily agree on the explanation; but it 
ought to be confidered, in making treaties, not lb much by 
whom, as for whom they were made. The makers, except 
wherg invafion was intended, would eafily underftand them. 
Not fo thole wlio were to aCt upon them, who might often 
be ignorant, or interefted men, and when a difpute once arofe, 
and an infraction of treaty was committed, every Minifter 
felt a laudable pride in protecting the fubieCts of his own* 
fcountry. An honourable Member (Mr. Alderman Curtis) 
had intimated his resolution of engaging in the fur trade, on 
the ftrengtli of a notable difeovery be had made, that the 
Chinefe, when they iheaii to buy, are indifferent what price 
Vol: XXVIII. Q. they 
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they pay* If the accounts given by writers were to be cre¬ 
dited, tlie honourable Magillrate had found a market con f* fl¬ 
ing of lixty millions of confumers, all ready to buy, and at" 
any price; and were he next to find out a fpot on the Ame¬ 
rican coaft particularly favourable for colledling furs, al¬ 
though forfucha market any place where furs could be found 
would be almoft as good as another, by what rule could lie 
afcertain that it was not within the limit'of the next Spaniili 
fettlenient, were the Spaniards to aflert that it was ? On 
having fixed theprecife line, by information perhaps known 
to the Minifttrs, beyond which the rival colle£tors of furs 
wete not to pais, although he l^mfelf would undoubtedly ob¬ 
serve it, how couaJ he provide againft its being tranfgreffed 
by thofe whom he employed ? By what means were diijputes 
about this limit to be fettled, fhould anv arife ? Hence, in 
eveiv picr.t ot view, in ah th-c refpecled the limits of navi¬ 
gation, in all that regarded the limits of feitlement, if ever 
theic wa\ a convention framed and contrived to peipetyate, 
inftead of preventing difputes, 'this was fuch a convention. 

On the fi. venth article, direfling that in all cafes of infrac¬ 
tion, complaint lhall be made by the office*' of either parry, 
b fore committing any aft of violence, he appealed to the re¬ 
collection ot’ the Houfc, whether it had ever been his prac¬ 
tice to argue again.c the intereft of his country with foreign 
vyYvers; but of this article, he was afraid the literal mean¬ 
ing was too good for the practical interpretation of it to be 
tlu fame. If Spain was to appoint no officers to pruteft the 
exclufivp trade* of her colonies^ or if thofe officers were nei¬ 
ther to ftop or detain an interloper, without a formal com¬ 
plaint firft made through the Spnnifh Miniiler to the Britilh 
Court, then, indeed, we had not only feeured our right of 
trading to the unfettled coafh of ^meiica, but we had opened 
the whole trade of the Spanifh colonies to all who might 
chufe tb avail themfclves of the privilege. Of this article he 
mu ft iheiufoie douht, from its ext reme goodnef., a^ it was 
impofiihle to believe that any article could be ohfei ved to the 
extent to which the literal obfervance of this one would 
lead. 

Thus he had fhewn that the treaty was a treaty of con-, 
cefli&ns, and not of acquifitions; that admitting, as he did 
admit, th j propriety of conceding part of our general rights 
to fecure the undifturhed pofTeffion of the reft, we had given 
up what was of infinite value to Spain, and retained what 
^could never be of much value to ourfelves; and that what we 
had retained, was fo vague in description, fo undefined in li¬ 
mits, and confequently fo liable to be again difputed, that* 
we had conceded much more in point of right than we had 
gained in point of fccurity. 
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Such being his opinion of the convention, confidered on its 
^dwii internal evidence, which was all the means of judging 
allowed to the Houfe, it would not perhaps appear in a touch 
more favourable point of view, when confidered relatively 
with refpe&.to the general ftate of European politics. If it 
had any fecret connexion with foreign politics, it feemed to 
have been as inefft&ual in obtaining its real as its oftenfible 
,objc£l. Since the affair of Holland, in 1783, we had no 
room to boaftof any ftep we had taken in the politics of fo 
reign 1 owers. If we had meant to humble Ruflia, and 
compel her to agree to ageneial peace, we had failed. T he 
King of Sweden had been reduced to the neceflity of making 
a feparatepeace with Ruflia, not only vffthout our concur¬ 
rence, but without our knowledge; and thus had we been 
lowered in the coni]deration^ Europe. We had fuiFered a 
new ally to be wieileJ from ife, and alienated the aftedlions 
of an ancient fiiend, without depriving her of the power to 
injure us. m 

The meafure of 1787 wa? now faid to have been a good 
ineafure, but far inferior in all refpefls to the prefen t conven¬ 
tion. Between the two there could be no companion, had 
the alliance of Holland been all that was gained by the 
foimer. T hat alliance he confidered as mole importance 
to, this country than all the trade of th<\Spanifli colonies; 
and betides its intrinfic advantages, it led to many 
things; but if, by a niiftaken application of a good principle, 
the confluence of it Bad been to pro^jpke a junction of the 
northern powers again ft us, it was, perhaps,* more to be re¬ 
gretted as a misfortune than extolled as a profperous event. 
We had feen nothing lately in the Court of Spain that indi¬ 
cated a fiicndly difpofition to this country ; and the language 
of the prefent debate had not been very conciliating; nor 
could we turn our eyes to any quarter,* wheie our interference 
in foreign politi s had contributed to our own fecurity. If 
the convention was neither good in ltfelf, nor the objects more 
immediately connfcdfed with it good, on what giound was it 
to receive the appiobation of the Houfe r it was eafy to talk 
pofhpoufly of the profperity and the greatnefs of a country, 
but it was with nations as with individuals, they were not to 
be judged of by what they faid but by what they did. While 
we talked of our profperity, we feemed to be in no ha fie to 
enjoy it. In our words was confidence, in our a6ls was 
fear. 

He had approved of the fubfidiary treaty with the Land- 
, grave of Hefle CafTel, becaufe he thought the ftrength it gave 
would have afforded an opportunity of reducing part of our 
ftanding force at home. In that, however, he had been dis¬ 
appointed ; for it had been followed by an increafe of that 

0^2 very 
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very force of which he expe&ed a redu&ion. Had he ap¬ 
proved of the cpnyention on its merits, as a treaty for ad- 
jufting a difpute, he fliould have felt alarm at the continuance 
of armaments, after th^ oftenfible purpofe for which they 
were equipped was effefted, and have withheld his appro , 
bation, till better informed. ' It was curious to fee a Minifter, 
who called himlelf a Minifter of economy, incfeafing our 
eftablifhments In every department, and ftill holding out the 
delufion of faving and economy. The recovery of the al¬ 
liance of Holland was not to be attributed to any wifdorn on 
the part of this country, except that of feizingthe favour¬ 
able opportunity, ,when it obtfuded itfelf on our attention, 
but to a fortunate concurrence of circumflnm es. The fame 
fortune, aided by the weaknek and meliorated policy of 
France, had placed us in the cfevatrd fit nation which we 
now held. Yet with all thefcTadvantnges, when lie looked 
round for the fymptoms of our glory? when he looked to fee 
our alliance refpe&ed by ancient fiiends, and com ted hy 
new, lie faw it rejected by one power, and renounced by 
another- When he looked lor the fecurirv, which lb much 
prosperity might be expelled to give, he found that we were 
adding ten fail of the line to the oidinary eftnbli/hment of 
our navy, and ioo^ool to »lie annual expence of our army. 
Thefe might be th6 caufcs, but were not finely the fymptoms, 
tf'iet'urity. Were the fituation of which we boaited, our 
leal fituation, we fliould a£l with as much confiftency as the 
man of puie honour/ unfufpefted inteniv n, and redoubted 
valour, who living feared bv his enemies, loved bv his friends, 
and refpedled by ins acquaintance, inllead of enjoying the 
comfortable fecuritv of a fituation fo enviable, fhould be fil¬ 
ling his houle and encumbering his perfon with guns, lwotds, 
and piftcls. It was not true, as had been after ted, that there 
was any intricacy in the queftion of right between us and 
Spain, had it been thought expedient to hi ing it fairlyto dif- 
cuffion. It flood on the geneial principle, hy which all Ku- 
ropean nations were governed in forming’ fettlements, viz. 
that where the fuhjedts of no power had fettled, thofe of 
every other had a right to fettle. “On the. whole, as he could ^ 
pot yefterday give a vote of blind confidence, fo neither" 
could he now of blind admiration. He fliould, therefore, 
vote for the motion of adjournment. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt ohferved that, if his recollection did 
* * notmiflead him, the right honourahl- gentleman began his 
fp^ech with reprobating thofe Members of that Houfe, whq 
had faid, in’the courfe of the debate, that their conftituents^ 
thought well of the convention. Animad verfions of this na¬ 
ture were fo unconnected with the immediate fubject of de¬ 
bate, that he was perfuaded the right honourable gentleman 

would 
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would have avoided proceeding to thefe lengths, if he had not 
ynagined, that the declaration from the reprefeiitatives of 
London, the county of Devon, the county of York, and other 
counties, *of the general popularity of the meafure, had a par¬ 
ticular reference to thedifcuffion, and might have more weight 
with the Houfe than the right honourable gentleman wiihed. 
All the Members of that Houfe, it was true, were on an 
equality in it, and had equally the fame right to deliberate 
and to vote; but lurely, any Member delegated by a large 
and refpedlahle body of conftituents, the molt capable of 
knowing precifeJy the merits of the treaty, becaufe by fitu- 
ation, connexion, and occupation, they were the heft able 
to judge of the prohabit* effect of its operation on the trade, 
maniifadlures, and commerce of the country, might become 
the inftrument of didivn ingjiis conftituents opinion on the 
fubjeft, without oilence to tH^Houfe, and without expofing 
himfelf to the aniiruuherfions of the right honourable gentle¬ 
man, introduced lb unnecefl^trily, and interwoven with ob- 
fervations by no means applicable to the circufnftance. Af¬ 
ter the light honourable gentleman had gratified himfelf with 
this fort of attack on time of liis (Mr. Pitt’s) honourable 
friends, the tight honomable gentleman proceeded to fuggell 
to the Houfe, that there might poflibl^ exift tfiree grounds 
of hlamtf imputable, to Ministers for delaying the convention 
fo long, fince as they, as the right honourable gentl gp an 
ftated, had it in their power to have procured a better con¬ 
vention in July, they might have obtained all the effect of 
jt by difarming in Auguft, and therefore, exclufive of any 
part of the blame which the fuppofed defeft'ivenefs of the 
meafure might defer ve, they merited cenfure rather than 
thanks. Mr. Pitt declared himfelf entirely at a lofs to know 
whether the right honourable gentleman alluded to any re¬ 
ports that might have reached him, or whether thefe imagi¬ 
nary grounds of cenfure were the coinage of the right ho- 
•pouralile gentleman’s brain, introduced for the purpofe of 
fuggefting lufpicfons prejudicial to Minifters, at the very 
moment when the Houfe were deliberating upon a vote, which, 
ifearried as it then flood, would certainly be very different 
from a vote of cenfure. If it could be proved that Mini¬ 
fters'might, with the fame advantage to the country, have 
procured the convention fooner, he was ready to admit that 
His Majefty’s IN^ihifters were highly to blame; but he fliould 
he not a little furprifed, if the right honourable gentleman 
could adduce anything like afhadow of proof in fupport of 
any one of his fuggeftions. The right honourable gentle¬ 
man had, befides, fuggefted a farther reafon ftill more ex¬ 
traordinary for Minifters not having difarmed fooner J and 
this was, an infinuation that the ftate of the northern po¬ 
litics 
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„ litis of Europe, made the keeping up the armament, under 
pretext of the negociation with Spain, a neceflary meafure. 
This the right honourable gentleman affe<Sted to lay was in¬ 
formation which he had received from the worthy and re- 
fpeftablc Magiltrate who had leconded the addrefs. Much 
as lie eftecmed the worthy Alderman, and proud as he was to 
have iecn the addrels lupported in the manner in which it had 
been fupp >rted that day, without meaning the fmalleft dif- 
paragement fo his honourable friend, he believed that the 
worthy Alderman was as little likely to know the lecrets of 
Ciovei'ninent, as any other Member of that Houle. An ho¬ 
nourable Member behind the flight honourable gentleman, 
had firll diopped Vie hint that the wnithy Magiftrate had 
laid fomething which would warrant fuel) an inference, and 
upon that hint the right honourable gentleman had fo far im- 
' pioved, as to milie;vefuA worthy Alderman’s words, 
in order to give the inlinuatiui an air of probability. What 
the reipeftable Alderman had remarked, was no more than 
that, as a confidcrate man, he had turned his mind from the 
fouth eaft of America to the noith-ealtern parts of Europe, 
where lie conceived that he law fomething which made him 
think the fleet’s not having then failed, was imputable to 
what lb nek'his mind as the probable caulc of its remaining 
in port. This w.y'ihe whole of the Alderman’s obfervation, 
anil l)e had given it as an obfervation of his own mind, and 
not as any information coming from authority. In order, 
howe tr, to make the right honouiable gentleman’s mind 
cal v a5 to his fkfpicion, lie could, in the molt explicit man¬ 
ner, allure him, that from the firft hour that His Majelty’s 
Mm.der«! had thought h neceflary to arm, till they lately 
beg.M loddaim, theie was not one period in which the con¬ 
tinuance of the military preparations did not appear to them 
indilnenfably necdlai>, and that folely cn account of the 
flare of-rhe negoci.il ion pending between (ireat Jlritain and 
Span, independent of any coniideration of the northern 
Power*, or any other European event. It would not be ex¬ 
pelled ill it he fhould go into a difeuffion relative to the 
"Northern Powers at that time; his duty did not require i\; 
and what he had laid, he ti ufted, would faiisfy the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman and the Houle. Mr. Pirr next proceed¬ 
ed to reply to Mr. I ; ox on the merits of the convention, de- 
, daring that lie would endeavour to follow id'ecourfe and or¬ 
der of the right honourable gentleman’s oblervations. Mr. 
Pitt obferved, that the right honourable gentleman had firlt 
noticed the quell ion of reparation, and mentioned the affair 
of Falkland lilands, roundly aflerting that, in that cafe, the 
fatiAction made to this country had been entire; whereas in 
the prefent inllance of Nootka Sound; the reparation had 

fallen 
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fallen far fliort of what We had a right to expert; Mr. Pitt 
contended, that in thejcafe of Falkland Ifland, the Minilter 
had obtained a reparation, but referved the claim of l ight 
unfettled; whereas in the piefent cafe, according to the firft 
article of the convention, the reparation was completed by 
the reftoration of the place, and our claim of right acknow¬ 
ledged and adjufled by the fecond article of the treaty. He 
then took notice of Mr. Fox’s having laid, that his light ho¬ 
nourable friend, (Mr. 1'uiulus) by not having*heen in Par¬ 
liament when the affair of Falkland [Hands was in agitation 
in 1771, had juft eleaped fupporting the Miniftry of that 
day a year and a half; if that w ere fo, it mull he ..drained 
by the right honourable gentleman oppo£te to him, that he 
had himfelf eicaped oppnfing the fame Mimflpy juft the fame 
period of time. In anlwer to the aigumrnt of the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman, for the pVnucf. of pioving that the other 
articles of the convention wereAiere concefiions, and not ac- 
quiiltions, he felt himfelf juflified in contending, that though 
what this country had gainAl, con lifted not of new rights, 
it certainly did of new advantages. We had before a light to 
the fouthern whale fifliery, ind a rhjht to navigate and carry 
on iifheries in the Pact tic Ocean, a mV to trade on the coafts 
of anv parr of the north-weft of America; hut that right 
nor only had not been acknowledged, bur^fputed and reliljt- 
ed, whereas by the convention it was feed red to us ; ^cir- 
cumftance which, though no new right, was a new advan¬ 
tage. Mr. i itt laid, th.it the rapid and irrefiftible couife of 
commerce had improved and i*icreafcd fo aftomihingly, from 
the fiift dawnings of antiquity, to the maturity of the mo¬ 
ment, that it was not in imagination to trace the degree of 
perfe&ion which it would, in all human probability, have 
arrived at, when revolving years ftiall have filled up the 
fame period of time. In anlwer to the ft re fit laid by Mr. Fox 
on the concefiions we had made to Spain, Mr. Pitt ailerted, 
that wl%|£ wc had made a conccflion on our part, a Imputa¬ 
tion equalfy&voiTrable to us had been acceded to by Spain. 
He next attempted to refute the ohjeftions which had been 
flatted as to the claufe in the convention, which obliges us 
not to navigate on the fifliery with;* theTpace of ten leagues 
of any part of the coafts already'Occupied by Spain, remark¬ 
ing, that ten leagues of luch extended feas, was by no means 
to be compared ta^the four leagues diitance fe ni our coafts, 
which aU^ftitp^not liritifh, are by our own hovering a£ts 
. iiwTWtl obferve: he went much at large into the argu- 
^ment about the line of demarkation intended to be drawn* 
and affigned the reafon why that particular had not yet been 
fettled. Afte? exprefling his fenle of tlie partiality and kind- 
nefs which fo many truly refpe&able gentlemen had that day 

been 






be^n pleated to eyprefs in 1m favour, be poflefled a perfeft 
“confcioufnefs that he, perhaps, deferved thelgaft fhareof the 
* merit afcribed to His 'Majefty’s Minifters; and concluded 
with fubmitting the addrefs to the judgement of the Houfe. 

kr. Fox. Mr. Fox nntwered, that the right honourable gentleman 
had mifunderftood him, having Omitted to Hate a word iii 
one part of his argument which he had noticed, though it 
was effential; he Would, therefore, mention it again ; in 
contending that all the boatled acquifitions of the convention 
were mere conceflions, he hid argued that we had not the 
right only, but the adlual polfcflion of the foutherrl whale 
filhery, and every thing elfe which the convention gave us 
before, though oiy* righc had been refilled and difputed. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt thanked the right honourable gentle¬ 
man for reminding Imn of What had actually efcaped him, 
and what he wilhed particukjjdy to imprefs on the minds of 
that Houfe, viz. that thole^ked rights which this country 
poffefled in the Pacific Ocem, and on the north-weft coafts 
of America, before the conversion, and wliich had been of¬ 
ten refifted, and always denied and difputed, were now eftab- 
lifhed, and the adlual pr^iefTion recognized by Spain, and fe- 
cuied to us bv the convention. 


The Houfe divide^ on the queftion of adjournment, whert 
the numbers were/ 


! Noes, '-jdJ ; Ayes, 123. Majority 124. 

' ’ 1 he Houfe Iving refumed, a fliort converfation took place 
between Mr. Fox and Mr. Pitt; the former contending, that 
if the (ituatiofys of certain plaqes on the continent of South 
America, as fixed on n map which he had feen, were correft, 
then the ten leagues diftance would deprive us of the fouthfirn 
whale fifliery, and every valuable privilege, which the Houfe 
had been led to believe the convention would give them. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt combated this idea, and declared that 


the right honourable gentleman was miftaken. 
The main queftion was then put, and carried. 
The Houfe adjourned. 


IVednejday , 15 th December . 

* 1 

, The order of dry having been read for the Houfe to 
fefolve itfelf into a Coita.x^ee of Ways and Meatjs, the ‘ 
Speaker left the chair, and M r . Hobart having taken his 
feat at the table, - ^ 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt rofe, and begged" ic^ve % {o fubmit to 
the Committee a plan of ways and means to defray the *x- 
pences of the late armament, with the additional expence alfo ~ 
of an increafed number of feamsn voted for the fervice of the 4 ', 
tnfuing year mori than were voted for the Ijift. Mr. Pitt 

. ftated 



* f 


For the navy -* 
army 
ordnance 


h$H>ooo 
64,000 # 
- 151,000 


And for provriions to the Eaft and Weft Indies - 41,000 

Making in the whole, already voted by the Com¬ 
mittee of Supply •* 1 , 9 * 21,000 

To which was to be added, thg vote of credit, ex¬ 
pended - * - # 1,000,000 

Making a total expence for the armament, of 2,821,OQO 

From this expenditure, howevc ^ ibo,oool. might 

be dedufled for naval floret*?* hand,' but this \ 

he ftiould avoid, wifhing to live evdry expen¬ 
diture, occafioned in any cfcgrea by the arma¬ 
ment, ftated feparately, as he hafi pledged him- 
felf that it ftiould be, and fepanKely provided 
for; it was upon this principle heuhould in¬ 
clude the ex pence of the addition o\fix thou- . 
fand feamen, which would be, at the u^ual al- r 

lowance - - 3itf,Q0O 

Which, added to the o'ther expence pf - 2,821,000 


Left to be provided for 


3,133*000 


It was to the important objefl: of a provifion for tliis fum 
he had to call tlie attention of the Committee, Who were to 
give a deafen on the beft means of defraying an expenditure 
of fuch magnitude, over and abo\e the amount of the ufual 
exdenditure of the year: it was importable for him not to feel 
that hd^was miking an important propofition ; he wds con- 
feious tharhf'MTbght forwaul a very ierious propofition, and 
he v as perfuaded that no man confid red it to be a matter 
of®more regret than he did; for, h owever highly be mighj; 
eftimate the fmiation and circumAji^SSTW the country, he 
well knew that ^no means cojjWIR^tlopted to provide for an 
expence of three milliong ^mt what muft, for a tim^ oc¬ 
casion a heavyad^rtWPfothe burdens of the people* What¬ 
ever dilfepwiLC^or opinion there might exift relative to the 
^Wuii'hfg qf this jpxpence, yet there was no man but muft 
feel thatjvnen it had been incurrred, they ifaift have reoourfe 
toYome fpeedy of providing for itrdiicbarge. By this 
conduct, they vCuld manifeft to the world the r&adhtttfif 6 1 
that Houfe to provide for every national expence; and «poit 
Vol. XXVIII. R theft 




m ‘Mm of receiving fuEpoFt even ofthofe 
of AdoirhxiKTatSlrt ii? £ regard to 
; -ami lie was juftified, by the divrfionof the Hbufe the 
preceding day, to look for the fupport of a majority, not 
l&ooe upon the ground of tfie neceffity of providing for the 
^ difchiirge of the expence, but from a conviction that we had 
not an option upon the fubjedt; that the honour of the coun¬ 
try had called upon us to arm ; and that the e'xpence then to 
be provided for, had been incurred in neceftary exertions to 
maintain amf vindicate that honour. There was alio another 
topic of confolation; by circumftances arifingfrom the ex¬ 
penditure, they had been enabled to convince the world of 
their ihcreafing ftrength and resources : thefe confiderations 
ought to infpire ant 1 animate them in meeting with manlinefs 
ami boldneis the neceffity of the cafe, and in bearing with 
fortitude the increafe of the public burden. Mr. Pitt took a 
comparative view of the nat^fial fituation at the clofe of the 
laft war, and at the prefentfhne, when the circumftances of 
the country were fingularr fortunate and Hourilhing : they 
knew, he laid, that the hut PaYliament, though they found 
the country depreffed, an*l apparently burdened beyond mea- 
fure, had found the me^ js of laying the grounds of a gradual 
reduction of the national debt, and had proceeded with fuc- 
cels in that f>lan. 7 ' 4 ms, in feven years, the v had reinftated 
tl^e credit of the rt country, which now, from a prrfeverance 
in th?* ly item, flood as high as ever. 'I'he prelent Parliar 
rnent had not the fame difficulties to encounter ; for the 


country was more ecppl to the burden. He would not take 
up the time of'gentlemen in framing the rapid increafe of our 
wealth, of our ftrength, and of our confctjuence ; for it was 
known and acknowledged in e\Vry part of Europe. They 
ought, therefore, to meet the prefent addition of debt whh 
great energy ; they ought mn to bp contented in merely find¬ 
ing the meahs to dewvA the inttrell; and leave the capital a 
) ei manent burden ; they wen: t nnhled to look f.iriher, and 
to prove to their constituents. and to t!»e f world^-;bat they' 
hajnotonly a:i inoreale of bur thru They had the 

means of maintaining t!u» power, n pioportionare increafe 
of refburce®. Ir wa^ nor only their immediate duty to pro¬ 
vide foi defrnying*tfte ex* . ’ice ucently incurred, but to take 
care to prevent their inti.rfeiVng *yirh, or retarding that great 
ohjed, the payment of the natioiH debt. With this view, 
be flhould feel it incumbent on him to brn^ forward a plan 
of ways and mean.’, adapted to the occaficn, arfd nropole 
taxes, which, although they were the more heavy in pro¬ 
portion as they wese lefs permanent, would, in a fhort period 
of time, clear the whole of the debt. The firft refource he 
fliould fuggeu to the Committee, was cue which, if his pro¬ 
portion 
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portion ^ete|pprove 4 , would raife no inebnGder&ble 
of the fum wanted. This refource, was the balance of the 
iffues of public money for particular purpofes, which foul ac¬ 
cumulated from unpaid dividends in the hands of theBankof 
England. It wae evident, that thofe who were employed as 
mere agents, had no right whatever to hold a greater balance 
in their hands than might be fufficient to anfwer every demand 
-which could in all probability be made upor* them* The 
Bank flood in thefiruation of an agent to the Public, and 6>r 
their agency they had a confiderable allowance, and-were 
not entitled to any indirefi: profit from a balance to be left in 
their poffeflion, greater than %as fufficiegt to meet the de¬ 
mands which might be made upon them. This principle was 
adopted in all the fubordinate offices under Government, and 
the Bank confidered themfelves ii» the fame light; there was 
not, therefore, a pretence that \he balance fhould be appro¬ 
priated to their purpofes. On tfpe cleareft principles of pru¬ 
dence, of juflice, of good fa^ih, d of economy, the Public 
had a right to a% ail themfelves oflthis balance, which arofe 
from the public iffues; thefe iffues* he fhted to be eight mil¬ 
lions per annum, in quarterly paynfcjnts; and that the ba¬ 
lance remaining from what was impart was, i» its prefent 
ftate, available to no one. His obje£t to make it avail¬ 
able to the Public, and to give the cieditor equal {purity, 
whenever a demand might be made, in the confolidated fund. 
Reflated that, by the yearly accounts of the Bank, it ap¬ 
pealed, that the balance of ihde unpaW ifliicfjiad been uni¬ 
formly increafing from the year 172.7 to the making up of 
the laft accounts. In the year 1727, the balance was 43,000b 
—*1111774, it had amounted to 292,000!.—in 1775, lt dc- 
crcafed Scool. and was 284,000!.—in 1786, it was 314,000b 
and on the 5th of July, 1^89, when the laft amount was 
made up, it rofe to 547,000b From this Aatement it muft 
appear, that the growing increffe had overbalanced demands 
oh arrear^die rational refult of which was, that theie exifted ' 
a confidcrnlne* abating balance more than fufficient for cur¬ 
rent demands, and the difeharge of every probable demand 
for arrears. The increafe had been,year 1703, 

* with a Angle exception, invaiia!;’.3i^ theprefem time* Mr. 
Pitt mentioned the readinefaftf the Bank to Communicate 
every information, a letter from the Bank, Hating 

their cafh a ctym a/S. made up to the i?th of October, by 
which it XlpgarCfd that the flouting balance was at that time' 
**^So,ocol. There were no juft grounds to believe thatihiS 
# r ould not continue to increale. Th« Public might, With 
perfedi fefety to tliQ creditor, avail themfelves of this dead 
balance, fubje&ing themfelves to all demands. It was.hif 
intention to propofe the taking, for public ufe, 500 ,qcg1* 

R % making*' 
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* tnakitig the coafolidafc$d fuftd anfwerablr; s6o,ooob would 

then be left for the current fervipe of the year, and for the 
difcharge of every old arrear which might 1 fe demanded; The 
fecurity for the whole would prove equal,, as the confolidated 
fund would be the fecurity, by which means, every creditor 
would ftill .be paid on demand, and the rfnly ^difference be, 
tliat the country would have the perpetual loan, without in* 
tereft, of half a million, which otherwife would remain 
wholly ufelefs. Mr. Pitt then flated the following prece¬ 
dents, the two firft of which heconfldered as analogous, and 
the laft as a precedent in point. In the year 1726, by a fta- 
tute of George the Firft, a fum provided for what was termed 
the Bankers’ debt^ was carried to the finking fund, which 
was made anfwerahle for all demands. In 1778, by the 18th 
of the prefent King, the dividends unclaimed, on what was 
termed the produce of the pvo-fevenths, was carried to the 
aggregate fund, which wa^ .lade anfwerahle; and by the 
12th of George the Second^ the Accountant General of the 
Court of Chancery delivd> ed t<& the linking fund the balance 
in his hands, and the finifing fund was made refponfible. His 
next obje£l was to progple fuch temporary taxes, as 
might, in a ftiort tin^, produce a difcharge of the whole in 
a (ingle yearr; hut ly'would endeavour to find the means to 
difcharge it in the hi ft year, independent of the intereft on 
the v^Jiolc fum,**Soo,oool. of the capital. He was confident 
that’ every Member in the Houfe would be equally defirous 
with him in (hewing fuch a proof of Britifh refource. It 
was his intention to jpropofe the continuance of all the taxes 
for the fecond year, and on the entrance into it, to difcharge 
the intereft of the remainder of the capital, and an additional 
8oo,OOol. The fum which hepropofed to appropriate from 
the balance of the unpaid i(Tues of 500,0001. and the two 
.payments of 8oo,oool. would form a difcharge of more than 
half the capital'in the two firft years, after which part of the 
taxes might be .taken off, and the others left to difcharge the 
remaining two millions, which could he in the two 

fubfequent years, making a complete extinction of the capi¬ 
tal in four years. He was fure that the Committee would 
fee at once that mages refulting from this fcheme, 

if it could be effefted, wv.*,'d over-balance, comparatively, 

,the temporary burdens which ^fcould in confequence be fuT- 
tained. It was his intention to,the taxes which he 
lhould propofe upon a few fubflantial art¥fc^.which woqjd 
render them effectual and Impartial. The firft taxSfihirb W 
lhould propofe would be upon an article of general confirmp- 
tson* upon Sugar, which now paid a duty of 12s. 4d* pef' 
hundred weight, to which he (hould propofe an addition of 
'w 8d. which would raife 241,000!. <And on this article 

he 



tax; indeedthere feemed tojbe apeculiAf frtepriety1ft<%$MCfe 
had a war taken place, the rife on the article would*hare 
been greater than the prefent tax would occafioh it to* b<r. 
The fecond tax was on Spirits, which he confidered as not 
likely to be evaded, when laid.on for a fbort time, and in a 
flight degree. Britilh fpirits were now taxed, in the wafh, 
6d. per gallon ; brandy, 5s. and rum,. 4s. he propofed an ad¬ 
dition of one Cxth, which would produce/on • 

c £■ 

Home fpirits - - 86,000 

Brandy 87,000 

Rum - - € 67,000 


Total on fpirits 


240,000 


The fax on Malt he propof ^ • for the two laft years only ; 
an additional duty of 2d. per buff'd, would produce I22,gog1. 
The next he propofed was a tax oYVAffefled Taxes, excepting 
the commutation and land taxes ; ^nderthisdefeription came 
the window, houfe, horfe, and ah afiefled taxes. He pro¬ 
pofed an addition of ten per cent.,'which would produce 
100,cool. Mr. Pitt next propofed a double tax on Game- 
keepers, and an additional one-third tax on Licences. This 
he took at 25,000!. Here, hefaid, liefljouW end witjji tho/e 
taxes which he propofed ns temporary, the total produce of 
which he would fet in one view, by a recapitulation. 

. * •£• 


Sugar 

Britifh Spirits 
Brandy 
Rum 
Malt 

Aflefled Taxes 

£iame Licences 

•^v 

V: "" • 


241,000 
86,000 
87,000 
67,000 
122,000 
I CO,coo 
25,000 

728,^00 


This, he obferved, was not a for the purnofes 

which he had ftated, but he^ad 1 ^Tio to propofe to the Com-* 
mirtee, a tax which woiJtf render it amply fufficient, and 
leave a refulue for oriww-fmrpofes; what he was about now to 
menriorkJ^-ff t ve1nded to propqfe as a permanent tax. 

Ji&U£jB$^xchange and Receipts were already taxed, but it 
was notorious (hat great fraud Was praflifed, and the tax 
evaded ; every one muft admit, that there was great merit m 
the principle of this tax, and therefore it wa&his intention to 
render it more general and proportionate; to find means to 

peevent 
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evafion; awl, by trot ttekmg too many ftages, to 
Tender the tax on receipts more progreffive from the /mailer 
to the higher fums* His plan would golo the prevention of' 
theprefent frequent re-iffuing bilfe from different bankers, 
which was a material injury to the tax on bills of exchange: 
he would not, however, at prefent, enter upon the detail of 
this fcheme, as its nicety and importance required more time 
for difcuffion than it had yet received. He entertained the 
molt fanguine hopes that the addition to the revenue, in con- 
fequenceof this project, would amaun" to more than 300,0001. 
per annum. He meant to give fufficient notice of the day 
on which he would fubmit it t to the confederation of the 
Houfo for a feparaffe difeuffion : he believed, however, that 
he fhould not he confideied to take too much upon this tax, 
by Hating fufficient to inlure a total, with the taxes he had 
before propofed, of the 80b,^col. which he fet out with the 
the endeavour to procure.]^ laving thus gone through the 
ways and means which he <tanceiveu ihe belt adapted to meet 
the expence of the armament,^he called upon the zt.al and 
fortitude of the Committee to meet than, and if, upon a 
full cotffideration, thev^nould appear to them as tho.v did to 
him, he trufted they j$'oald adopt them, though, fora fhort 
time, they friight he/r hard upon their condiments. Should 
the proportions which lie had offered, be agreed to by the 
and earned m:o effect, the eonfohdated fund would 
gain an addition bv the 500,000k from the bank, and the 
800,0001. of the produce of the t > i\ \ c,»r, in the fum of 
1,300,000!., which fum he fucjukl move to ho iflued fiom it 
for the fervice of the year i 791 : an.* is a temporary rcfourcc 
for the remainder, he would piopcfe the iffuing of 1,800,000!. 
in Exchequer bills, which i/Tuing lie was given to undcrltand 
would he attended with no inconvenience for the fhert time 
during whjch they were to remain out. Not thinking he 
had omitted the fentement of anv thing mateiial, lie fubmit- 
ted what he had advanced, in full reliance on the d-vdfion of* 

:i Ho life of Commons reprefenung a peopleVi 'VSl fpirit was 
equal to their rdources. . lie concluded with moving, 
ic '1 hat the Jum of 1,300,000] be granted from tlie confb- 
“ lickited fund. MFYFTe'iWyice of the ye.11 t791/' 

.. A s f>qn as Mr. Hobart motion, 

SiiCharlcs rgi, Charles Bunh or begged to Icr^uw which of the prnnofed 
Bu.ibury* were meant to he permanent. ahdVify^) temporal y i 
Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor .Pitt anfwered, that a!! the which 

he had opened to the Committee, v.ere meant to he rsWflfo"-• 
rurvj the regulations cm bdls of exchange arid receipts were . 
alone meant to he permanent. 

i.Mr- S. Mr. S. Thornton (a Tank Director) complained that the 
ifterntMii piopafition to take 500,cool, of the d^poiit at the Dank for 

C.V. the 



the unpaid dividends was a-j^e^Jtelikelyv to give a- fUh to 
public credit, and be attended with moft injurious conic- 
quunces. Mr-Thornton, adverting to the nature of the ac¬ 
cumulation of that dcpoftt, oMtrved, that it was extremely 
variable, and precarious, and contended, that although it 
lud'iocrcafed, and was increafing, yet as loan as'the Mini- 
Iter’s intention was known,.it would dimimia. Me ftated 
the balances of the Bank for feveral years, by which it ap¬ 
peared, that the average did not amount to a lar$e ium ; and 
he alfo iead tli notice of payment of the dividtnds that was 
parted up in various parts of the Bank, previous to the day? 
of quarterly payment, and intimated, if the piopofitlon vveie 
pt-uTifted in, that fort of notice fhuft be altered, and tijey mult 
confine it to the payment of fo much as the cafh iliued to 
them from t!ie Exchequer rtiouhl he equal to. 

Mr. Serjt a fit l\u<\ that he had been a Bank Director, but Mr. 
having bed'll for fame vtars out ,<\ c the lilt of Directors, he Serjeant, 
was nor at preftnrns much matter' of their affairs, or rather 
the mode of managing them, t>s hV had been. He had al¬ 
ways conceived the Bank Directors) to be the agents of th« 

Public, m all concerns ot a public nature, and lcmetinies 
they acted as truihvs, hut they certuif !y had no right to in- 
terert on the public money, ht find, \v\ r h regardro the di¬ 
vidend money, he iield -t to he indifpenfaoly neceilary that 
tlie public creditor flicnld have his money fo^ his dividend* 
the inrtant he applied fur it. That one matter provided for, 
lie faw no ohje^ion to the Public’s having the ufe of the mo¬ 
ney left in hauJ, el'”' daily i'\ ,as the rijlit honourable gen¬ 
tleman had rtated, a doming Ium of 50,000, or rather 150,00c!. 
was left to aniwt r anv kidd m demand. ]t was cuftomary 
• v. ith nuhv .duals, ?».r. Sericimt laid, when the money they 
lent to their private Banker ...mounted to inoie than was ne* 
cei::wy to antwti the current it-rvice of their trade, to rake 
.twav \he bj- p’ub. :»"d apulv it to other purpoles. The Bank 
w..'- :i F:\i.ku to the Public, juft a-j a private Banker was 
c: P’-D j e[etut-o m Judlv'Jnal, and he did not fee why tlie 
K.’biic hid not fhc lame right over their own money in the 
cither to kacor lake it away. 

i\ r. > l 'r; dan rb 4 1 v c 1 tbit, on the pftViW oca fi on, he felt Mr. 
hunfc!* # in:Vicalh hanpv to give ihl/iiglit honourablegentle* Sheridan, 
man ( Vir. Pitt) his mi'.ere pnrtie for the general outline of his 
plan, lor th- fpet-dv evr-.r^Ton of the three millions necetlarv 


to be sailed to u-v, ofF the expcnce cl the late aimamcnt. He 
fight honomahlt* gentleman that he had done no 
■""Ttore than juliice to that fide of ihe Houfe, in thinking that 
would give their fupport to Inch a neceflary meniure. 
Whatever difler^noe of opinion there might be on paiticuiar 
topics, whether lome of ihuin might think on the fuUj«£t of 

that 






' that armament, either that it was not necelTary, and that 
Jthere had befeh no reafon to have talked to Spain in fo haughty 
and menacing a tone; whether other gentlemen might deem 
the armament neceiTary, but the fatisfadlion obtained inade¬ 
quate, or whether others again might confider the conduct 
of the right honourable gentleman as fpirited and proper, 
and that the Conventi on was an excellent one, and likely to 
prove a fource of endlefs advantage; let the contrarieties of 
opinion be what they might, the right honourable gentleman, 
he was perfuaded, would find but one fentimen t in the Houfe 
on the fubject of his propofed plan. And as thofe who fat 
near him had often ftated, that nothing was fo neceiTary as 
to meet the exigency of the moment in a firm, manly way, 
to look our difficulties at all times in the face, to bring them 
forward without difguife, and call upon the Houle to provide 
for them to their full extent; now as the advice was taken, 
they would cheufully fhnring the difagreeable talk 

ot impofmg frdQi burthens(»on th ‘ people, convinced as they 
were that however the ny&de of incurring the expence might 
be wrong, the expence,j once incurred, mull be paid. He 
could have wifhed, bojwcver, that the right honourable gen¬ 
tleman had not ftateib'part of his uxes as temporary taxes. 
He really fen;cd tins right honourable gentleman had not 
fufhciemly coniidered the Hate of the re venue, or, he con¬ 
ceived, he never could have peiluaded himfeif that after the 
taxes we?e once impofed they could be taken oft' For his 
own part, lu was anxious for an examination every year into 
the i^ate of^he public receipt and expenditure. He had 
taken P.e , a;.or up, and law that the prefent income of the 
country \vn* fifteen million eight hunched thoufand pounds, 
including malt, land tax, &c., and the 1||1 yeai’s expendi¬ 
ture made up to MKifumm-*r laii, amounted to ieventeen 
millions; be lamented that one g r cal object of rclource was 
entirely ovtrhokcd; an occonomical attention to our expen¬ 
diture, and a teduclion of our eilablifhments; inft/jjvd of tills, 
with alliances, a id under circumihmces tli^jvU favourable 
to reduflion, with a neighboring nation, who, by a change 
in their governi n' ot , enjoyed the blcllings of freedom, more . 
inclinevi to be oSTTneihF than our enemies, and at* a time of 
apparently per fid 1 fecuriTy, xv* wei e ye*ar after year iucreaf- 
ing our eftablifhments. As to taxes propofed, the right 
honourable gentleman’s fituation waTai' prefent fo difficult, 
that it was almofl unjuf:ifia , 'le to opoole any ray^s; but hs 
really wifhed that before the right honourable 
thought of taking the 500,000b from the Bank, he would 
cmiulr the Bank Dircftors on that fubjeff, becaulehe feared * 
the meddling with any money iftued to pay the public cre- 
sr, would aftect the public credit. With regard to the 

comparison 
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companion made by the honourable gentleman Who fpoke 
laft between the Public and the Bank, and a private indivi¬ 
dual and his banker, the honourable gentleman was totally 
miihken ; a private individual might certainly take his mo¬ 
ney from his banker’s, and the reaibn why he might do fo 
was, becaufe the money was his own; but the money in the 
Bank was, in fart, the property of the public creditor, and 
no other had a right to meddle with it. Another article 
which Mr. Sheridan thought objectionable as a farther tax¬ 
ation, was ma»t. 



Mr Pin declared that he did not mean dire&ly to prefs a Mr. Piit. 
vote for the 500,00;! but he muft be well convinced that 
there would be an injuAice *to the public creditor before 
he Ihouhl abandon the idea. lie did arfure rise honourable 
gentleman, that he lud not pi o poled the mcafure without 
iiavmg fully weighed it, and lie law nothing that could be a 
good ground of objection agieuft it. If it could be proved, 
that public credit would be alFeflcd by it,-he Ihould certainly 1 
content to abandon it; but, the wiAicd they would not at¬ 
tempt to diicufs it without having firft conAdered it atten¬ 
tively. As to the honourable genJeman’s having fome de- 
fire to know what was the At nation of the annual income 
and expenditure, he had mentioned expu-flly, tliawhe brought 
forward the ways and means, to provide for the expences of 
the armament, that day, hecaufe lie was anxious to fenarate 
the two qneftmns, and to keep tlu-:fe expences, and thecur- 
rent expences of the year diftindl from each other. He beg¬ 
ged leave alio to remind the honourable gentleman that he 
had taken the eailieA oppot tunity in the lefiion, to give no¬ 
tice, that after the holidays he Aiould move for a Select 
Committee to examine into the Ante of the income and ex¬ 
penditure, withjPKiew to the peace eilahlifliment, to com¬ 
pare the lame with the report of the Committee of 1786, 
and to Ante the rcfult in a report to the lu>life, and therefore 
he h oped the honourable gentleman would excufe his meet¬ 
ing him on'the Ad'jeft at prelent. 

Mr. Fdx havrng premiied that the right honourable gen- Mr. Fox, 
tlcigun had propofed to raife a ceitain proportion of tempo¬ 
rary taxes, and a certain proportion of ,vai uvxnent taxes, beg¬ 
ged lt\\ye to know whether he intended to vote the perma¬ 
nent taxes limply as permanent taxes, and leave it to Pail la¬ 
ment, at the end ot fcj r years to appropriate them? If the 
right honourable gentleman meant to keep them feparate 
from the yearly taxes, he ought to appropriate them in the 
A 61 of Parliament that mu A be brought in to m*.ke them 
taxes. Mr. Foxexpreffld fome doubts as to the malt and 
fngnr taxes, but ms to the 500,000k which the light honour¬ 
able gentleman propofed to be taken from the Bank, he mu A 
Vol. XXVIII. S fay, 
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fay, although the right honourable gentleman feemed confi¬ 
dent that he fhould have no objection, when he came to con- 
fider it, he was ready to come to a vote upon it direftly, and 
rejedl it in toto. Did not that money belong to the public 
creditor ? Had they any right whatever to vary the l’ecu- 
rity ? Undoubtedly they had not, and ought, on no ac¬ 
count to meddle with it. The right honomahle gentleman 
had fignified his intention of providing a floating balance of 
$0,0001. and JfQ,oool befides. In his mind (Mr. Fox laid) 
that did not alter the cafe. It was poflible that the whole 
fum might be demanded on one quarter day, and was the 
hulk ot the public creditors to be put into fuch a predica¬ 
ment ? The Fruilees of tlv* Hank had the public money 
iffued to them fomthe payment of the dividends to the public 
creditors to whom it was due. He was glad to find the 
Hank Directors had not consented to the. plan; he had been 
anxious that his honourable fsi-nd, (Mr. Shcridm) fhould 
have been heard before the Hank Director who had fpoken 
firth (Mr. Thornton! becaufe if the Hank Directors had given 
their confrn*, the principle of vklcnti non fit injuria would 
have been finely perverted, and grounds would have been laid 
for future robberies and future plunders. Mr. l 'ox declared 
that he fhould with Co hear every argument of the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman on the lubjefl, and he (hould hear them 
attentively when the fit time came, and fo ought every man 
\vhoJiad puhfic ciedit at heart, before lie gave his vote for 
any fucli propofitinn. The ri^ht honourable gentleman (he 
obferved) was not al c wavs infallible in his fchemes ot finance- 
He had, lafl? year, in his opinion, given a love re blow to 
public credit, by his fcheme of paying off navy hills; tliat 
fcheme. however, he had dropped upon better advice. The 
r'wht honourable gentleman had propci ly qpme forward with 
the expense of rhe armament, and had declared, tins is the 
’expence, let us bear the burthen now, and not leave it to 
poll ritv to pay. Hut what did his plan effedl r It did leave 
it to pollerity. Kvery (hilling of the 500.000U might be 
called for, and the balance dwindle to ifoth'ing. Then the 
public muft make it good. And when was that likely to 
happen ? Moll likely in the time of war, w hen the flocks 
were low, and the money icarce; the moil embairailing 
time for the public to pay it back. 

Mr. Mr. Church laid, that though laft night and the pre- 
Chu.cli. Ceding, he had voted again(l the Mfnifler, as lie neither ap¬ 
proved the convention iior the right honourable gentleman’s 
cond'ifl iefpe< 5 ling it; yet as he highly approved his propolifi* 
t<> pay off the whole of the three millions in fo fhort a (pace of 
time, and .is he did not think it right to touch the 500,0001. 
in the Hank, he rofe to give the right honourable gentleman 

infer- 
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information, where without any injury to public credit, or 
any oppreffion to individuals, lie might obtain a coufulerable 
fum, though it might not be quite 500,0001. What he al¬ 
luded to was, the Truflees of Public Lands, who had a large 
fum lying at prefent ufelefs in their Treafurer’s hands. Mr. 

Church laid, he was himfelf one of the Truflees, but he fel- 
dom or ever attended, as no notice was given of their meet¬ 
ing in a regular manner. He was pretty fure the Treafurer 
of that trull had at prefent 500,00®!. at leafl by him, and he 
thought it a proper object of enquiry. 

Mr. Pitt anfweted, that he ftiould be extremely forry at Mr.Pitt, 
any time to prevent any Meifb'er of that Houfe from offer¬ 
ing Ins opinion, hut mod; particularly i'o^ry ihouldhchave 
been, if he li.id not given thjjjhonouiahle gentleman an op¬ 
portunity cf Hating whit they had juft heard. Mr. Pitt 
declared tlut he had not heard of the fah before, was ex¬ 
tremely obliged to the honourable gentleman for having 
communicated it, and woulij take care that proper enquiry 
thou Id he made concerning it. With regaul to the 500,0001. 
in the Hank, if it could be proved that the intereftof the 
public creditors was impaiied, by its being applied to the 
public life, he fhould be ready to hold his proportion inad- 
mifliblt; but if not, no argument could be fairly urged 
agamft it. He only wifhed to be underftaod as to the 
grounds on which he meant to argue, which ivere, that if 
the fecuiity of the whole conlolidated fund be given for its 
being forthcoming when caBt-d for, •the public creditor 
could not have the fmallefl right to complain: nor could 
theiebe any room to fu»r its being called for fooner than 
ufual, which, indeed, never could be the cafe, unlef^ as 
towards the end of the late war it had happened, unfortu¬ 
nately we were in a period in which our public credit re¬ 
mained m a Hate of uncertainty. Then our expences were 
daily inciuafing, the burthtn of taxes was intolerable, flocks 
w*ere low, our refource? nearly exhaufted, and there appear¬ 
ed but little proipeEl of our tecovering, 

Mr. Hajfiy obfeived that he # had before liim a clauf?* Mr. 
which was in farted in the A£t of Parliament for the firft life H uffey, 
annuities, and which had been copied intoe\ery fucceeding 
Act on the fuhjefl Cnee. By the cfaufe it appeared, that no 
lefs than the amount of the dividends was obliged to be if- 
fued in four quarterly payments every year. If, therefore, 
lefs were iffued by tlie right honourable gentleman, a pofitivc 
Aft of Parliament would become violated. 

Mr. Pitt rofu and admitted that he had originally intended ^j r< p^ rt> 
to make fmaller iflues, but upqp examining the ftatutes he 
had changed his mind, and meant to take the money by in- 
flalments, out of the depoCt at the Bank; yet, he did not 

S z propofp 
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propefe to d:du£t a {hilling from the iffue of a full dividend 
for evei y current quarter, 

Mr. Bujtard obierved that as there were no creditors to 
claim the dividends, he did not know to whom they were 
now due, and thmfore, bethought the public might avail 
themlelws ot the money. Mr. Haflaid could not fay whe¬ 
ther it was expedient or wife to pay off tlie money in fo limit 
a time, and lay luch heavy tax-s on the people as tfe light 
honourable gentleman had pi-..;* Ld. Wl were lit tin ted a- in 
the year 1782. Fic wished, then loic, that Ibme better way 
than by laying; taxes, might k fouml of paving f ff the three 
millions. Mr. kail,ud mon^oiH-d the *r«>un lands which 
Lad l)»..cn untie r law y fm ilu lad thru ye.11.>, ,*nd add dthat 
after the holidays he ItiouM jtfing forward a piopoli'ion it»- 
fpcAiug the public ac* ounts^md, that if on the pivkut oc- 
cafion, he were to fh.nd alone, he ihouid oppolt; the law, 
as the people could tcarccly bur the huulens under which 
the v a 1 read y groa ne J . 

Mr, Piwys thoughit, i* doubts .md difficult of-'pinko 
fee mod to prevail as to the t!i..t it would Ik- mmo 

ndvifeablc to bink the feni mown in ik 1 w.ys a”.d means, 
and not vote tjcC'g'Ocl. at once, which if limy did vo-e it, 
would ccnhnit them to that ..mount, 

Mr. P'!t explained, that :f :t fnouh! tmn out thitlhi, 
£CC,X''d. f:om the lkmtew i' not ;po>iA. d, they could like 
5DO,oocl. additional tcmpoi.o v i vcinum^ hi!U. 

Mr, SiuL ooiiucc! out two piecrdeMt- of \ aivmg the pub¬ 
lic creditors Ifankeis one in j.: , uk* otinrin 1 77S f wlun 
turns appointed by Afls of l\n!.ament, an,! r.-ferved tor the 
pavmeiit of puld'c creditor's, w« ippJiccl to the linking fund 
in one mJtunce, and to the :i:yj \ -egate fund m the other: 
And hence he inferred ik^ rh<- pr.ncipb* io mmh contended 
for by the right honourable g; niltman (Mu Kox) had been 
already directly invaded. 

Mr Fox laid that thrj form to be ippiietl under the autho¬ 
rity of thde two fratutrs weie lodged in the Kxcherjuer, and 
there was an eifential difference between the Lxcheqwer and 
the Hank. The people employed in the former were the’Ser¬ 
vants of the public, which was not the cafe, in the Hunk. 

Mr. Puluney declared that, in his opinion, it did th^ Houfe 
of Common* great honour to be fo lcrupulous about the 
public credit. He faw no impropriety in the public having 
the ufe of the money remaining unclaimed in the Bank, and 
thought the objections to it fhould not come from a Direc-- 
tor of the Bank, as they might be coniidcred as parties inter- 
efted, 

Mr. Alderman JVatfon grafted that the DircQors of the 
Bank h.d no intereft whatever in the money remaining with 

them, 
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them, but it would, he feared, afFeft the public, if any mo¬ 
ney, once iflued to them for the purpofeof paying the divi¬ 
dends to the public creditor, were taken out of their hands. 
As to the Bank Directors being agents only for the public, 
and not truftees, he could prove from a number of Adis of 
Parliament then in the fiatute books on the table, that they 
were in various inftances trullees. 

Thequeftion was at length put, and the following refolu- 
tions paifed the Committee. 

*• Reiolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that, 
towards railing the fupply granted to His Majefty, the fum 
of one million eight hundr|d and thirty-three thoufand 
pounds he raid'd by loans on Exchequer bills. 

“ Rcfolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee 
that, towards raifing the fupply granted to His Majefty, 
then: be Blued and applied the Turn of one million three hun* 
dud thoufand pounds, out of the monies that fhnll arife of 
the furplus of the confolida r ed fund from and after the 5th 
day of Api il 1 79 1. * 

Rcfolved, J hat it b the opinion of this Committee that, 
towards railing the fupply granted to His Majefty, the du¬ 
ties upon limit, rnum, cycler and perry, which by an Att of 
Parliament ef the thirteenth year of His prefeftt Majefty’s 
nign, have conrimiance to the 24th of June, 1791, be fur¬ 
ther continued and chaigej upon all malt which ihall ft? made, 
and all mum which iliall he made or imported, and all cyder 
and perry winch ihall he made for fait^ within the kingdom of 
(.neat Britain, from the 23dHay of fune, 1791, to the 24th 
day of June. 1792. 

‘ 4 Refolded, That it is the opinion of this Committee that, 
towards railing the fupply granted to His Majefty, an ad¬ 
ditional duty of two /hillings and e ghtpence tor every hun¬ 
dred weight, containing one hundred and twelve pounds, be 
laid upon all fugars imported into Cireat Britain, and fo in 
proportion for any greater or left quantity. 

“ Reiolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that, 
a drawback of the whole of the faiJ duty be allowed in the 
exportation of unrefined fugar from the kingdom as mcr- 
chamhle 

; u Rcfolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that, 
an additional bounty of five shillings and fourpcnce be al¬ 
lowed for every hnmhed weight of fugar refined in the loaf 
and whole, expoited from this kingdom as merchandife. 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee 
that a bounty of two /hillings and eightpence be allowed for 
every hundred weight of refined fugar called baftards, and 
ground or powdered fugar, and refined loaf fugar broken in 

„ pieces. 
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pieces, and all fugar called candy, exported from this king¬ 
dom as merchandise. 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of eightpence be charged upon every gal¬ 
lon of rum, or fnirits of the growth, produce, or manufac¬ 
ture of the Britifh fugar plantations in America, which, on 
the 16th day ot December 1790, Hull be in any warehoufe, 
in which the fame fhall have been put, fubjedt, and accord¬ 
ing to the rules, regulati ns, refhictions, and provifion* con¬ 
tained and provided in an Act of Parliament made in the 1 5th 
year of the reign of His late Majelly King Charge II. con¬ 
cerning the landing of rum o? fpiiita of the ih irilli fjg.ir 
plantations, before pay mem of the duties of excife and lodg¬ 
ing the fame in warehoufes, and which fhall, on or after 
the fa id 16th day of December, he (Miv< red out of Such 
warehoufe or warehoufes, reipc&iveiy for home coufump- 
tion. 

4( Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of one {billing and fnui pence he charged 
upon every gallon of rum or Ipir ts, of the growth, piuduce 
or manufa£hue of the Britifh fugar plantations in Amenca, 
above proof, which on the fa id 16th clay of December Hull 
he in any ftfcli warehoufe, and wind) Ihal! on or after die 
faul 16th day of December, be deliveitd out of lucb waro- 
houfe t*r hotne'confumptioii 

Refolved, 1 hat it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of tpi {hillings he chained lor and upon 
each licenle wlTich fliall be graifted to any diiViller or dillil- 
lers, 01 maker or mukcis of Ipirits in tlut pait of Great Bii- 
tain called England, for exportation from thence to that 
part of Cheat Britain called Scotland, imd*.r or by viitue of 
an a£l made in the 28th year of Ilis prefent Majeftv, for every 
gallon, Englifh wine-meafure, of the cubical content of 
each, and every Hill, including the hrad, which fliall be 
ufed ot dcflmyed by fuch diftiller or dilliilers, or maker or" 
makers of fpiritsfor making low wines or fjmits from corn, 
grain, malt, tilts, cyder, or pen v, or orher wath or liquor, 
made or brewed from any fort of Riitifh materials, or any 
mixture therewith for exportation from thence to that part 
of Cheat Britain called Scotland. 

iC Refolved, T hat an additional duty of fixteen (hillings 
and eightpence be charged for and upon each licenfe which 
/hall be granted to any diftiller or diflillers, or maker or 
makeis of fpiri.s, in that part of Cheat Britain calhd Eng¬ 
land, for exportation from thence, to thajt pait of Great 
JE-iritain called Scotland, under or by virtue of the faid A£t, 
for every gallon Knglifli wine meafure of tlie cubical con¬ 
tent of each and every frill fur making low wines or ipirits 

from 
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from molafles, fugar, or any mixture therewith, for fuch 
exportation as aforefaid. 

4C Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of one pound he charged for and upon 
fuch liccnfe for making low wines or fpirits from foreign re- 
fufal wine, or foreign cyder, or wafti prepared from foreign 
materials (except molafles and fugar, or any mixture there¬ 
with) for fuch exportation as aforefaid. 

^ “ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Ccanmittee that 

an additional duty of tivepence halfpenny be laid upon every 
gallon, Englifti wine-mealure, of fpirits, of a ftrength not 
exceeding that of one to ten over hydrometer proof, which 
(hall he made or manufaCtunM in that part of Great Britain 
c.illed Scotland, and imported and brought from thence into 
that part of Great Britain called England. 

“ Refolved, that it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty, in proportion to the furplus ftrength, be 
laid upon every gallon to manufactured in Scotland, and 
imported into England, of n| greater ftrength than that of 
one to ten over the hydrometer proof, and not exceeding 
three per cent, over and above one to ten over hydrome¬ 
ter pi oof. 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of one penny be laid upon every gallon of 
fermented wort or wafti, which ihall be brttfed or made in 
that pait of (Beat Iiritain called England, for extracting 
fpirits for home coni uni prion from any malt, corn, grain, or 
tilts, or any inixtuie with thf fame. • n 

u Refolved, I hat it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of one penny he laid upon evtiy gallon of 
cyder, or perry, or any other wafti or liquor, brewed or 
made in England, from Britifh materials (except fuch are 
before-mentioned), or from any mixture theiewith, for ex¬ 
tracting fpirits for home confumption. 

<( Ri iolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee that 
an additional duty of one penny halfpenny be laid upon 
every gallon of fermented wort or wafti, brewed or made in 
England from molafles or f uga r , or any mixture therewith, 
for extracting fpirits for home confumption. 

u Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that an additional duty of twopence be laid on each gallon 
brewed or made from foreign refuied wine, or foreign evder, 
or wafti, prepared fiom foreign materials, except molaiTes 
and fugar, for extraClmg fpirits as aforefaid. 

u RHbh ed, T hat it is the opinion of this Committee, that 
an additional duty, at and after the rate of two (hillings and 
eightpence three farthings, be laid on every 96 gallons of 
wafti, which Gedge Biihop, of Maidftone, (hall produce 

from 
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from a weight of malt or other corrij including the bran 
thereof, and not exceeding H2lb. 

i6 Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, ; hat 
an additional duty of tenpence be laid upon every gallop of 
(ingle brandy which lhall be imported into Great Britaicf 

u Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, .that 
an additional duty of one (hilling and eightpence be laid ppon 
every gallon of brandy above proof, which (hall be imp prted 
into Great Britain. 

Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, that 
an additional duty of eightpence be laid upon every gallon 
of rum, fpirits, or aqua vitae, of the produce of the Briti.i*. 
colonies or plantations, whirfh (hall be imported from be¬ 
yond the feas into Great Britain. 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that an additional duty of«one (hilling and fourpence be laid 
upon every gillon of rum, fpirits, or aqua vitae, above proof, 
of the produce of the Britilh colonies or plantations, which 
(hall be imported from beyond/the feas into Great Britain as 
merchandile. 

“ Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that an additional duty of tenpence he laid upon every gallon 
of fingle fpvrits, or aqua vitae, (other than fuch brandy, rum, 
fpirits, or aqua vitae aforefaid) which (hall be imported from 
beyond the fe^frdnto Great Britain. 

66 Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that an additional duty of one (hilling and eightpence be laid 
upori every gqjlon of fpirits, o[ aqua vitas, (other than fuch 
brandy, rum, fpirits, or aqua vitae as aforefaid) above proof, 
which (hall be imported from beyond the feas into Great 
Britain. 

“ Refolved, That it is tlie opinion of this Committee that, 
towards raifing the fupply granted to His Majefty, an addi¬ 
tional duty of threepence for every buflhel be charged upon all 
malt made, and which (hall be made, in that part of Great 
Britain called England, Wales, and the town of Berwick 
upon Tweed; and an additional duty of one penny halfpenny 
for every bufhel be charged upon all malt made, and wfyich 
lhall be made, in that part of Great Britain called Scotland, 
and fo in proportion for any greater or lefs quantity. . 

M Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that, towards raifing the fupply granted to His Majelty, an 
additional duty of one penny halfpenny per bufhel be charged 
upon all malt which (hall be brought from Scotland into 
England, Walrs, or the town of Berwick upon Tweed, and 
fo in proportion for any greater or lefs quantity. 

K Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that the feveral allowances hereafter mentioned, be made 
» upon 



upon all beer or ale brewed for fale, over and above all other 
allowances given by law : that is to fay—Eightpence upon 
every barrel of beer or ale above fix (hillings the barrel, not 
being beer or ale commonly called table beer, exclufive of 
the duties offexcife, brewed by the common brewer, or any 
other perfon or perfons, who doth or (hall fell, or tap out 
beer or ale, publicly or privately, within the cities of Lon¬ 
don or Weftminfter, and the weekly bills of mortality, and 
* returned by the gauger. Tenpence upon every barrel of 
beer or ale above fix (hillings the barrel, not being beer or 
ale commonly table beer, exclufive of the duties of excife, 
brewed by the common brewer, or any other perfon or per¬ 
sons who doth or (hall (ell of tap out byr or ale, publicly or 
privately, in England, Wales, and the town of Berwick 
upon Tweed, not being within the fail! cities of London or 
Weftminfler, nor within the weSkly bills of p'.ortaliiv, and 
returned by the gauger. Twopence upon every barrel of 
beer or ale, of fix (hillings the barrel, or under, brewed bv 
the common brewer, or anylother per Ton or perfons who doth 
or fliall fell or tap out beer or ale, publicly or privately, 
throughout England, Wales, and the town of Beiwick upon 
Tweed, and returned by the gauger. Fivepence upon every 
barrel of beer or ale, above fix (hillings the barf'd, exclufive 
of the duties of excife, brewed by, the common brewer, or 
any other perfon or perfens who cloth or flui+ fell os tap tfut 
beer or ale publicly or privately, within that part of Gicat 
Britain called Scotland, and returned hy the gauger. Two¬ 
pence upon every gallon o£ twopenhy ale, "mentioned and 
deferibed in the feventh article of the T reaty of Union, 
braved within that part of Great Britain called Scotland, and 
returned by the gauger; and one penny upon e\e r y gallon c i 
fix-flnliing beer or ale, or under, brewed by the common 
brewer, or any other perfon or peifons who doth or fhall fell 
or tap out beer or a^e publicly or privately, within that part 
# ofGreat Britain called Scotland, and returned by the gauger; 
and after thole rates for any greater or lefs quantity, the laid 
allowances to he paid out of the money to a rife by the addi¬ 
tional dutirs on malt.” 

“ Refolved, That upon every afieflment to be made after 
the 5th of April, 1791, for a year, under or hy virtue of 
any a£t or a 61 s of Parliament no.w in force, for or in refpe6t 
of the feveral rates and duties under thff management of the 
Commifiioners for the affair of taxes, (the rate or duty com¬ 
monly called the land tax, and the rate or duty upon inha¬ 
bited houfes, granted hy an a£f of the 24th of che Srh of 
his prefent Majefty excepted) then (hall be charged an addi¬ 
tional raie or duty, after the rate of ten pounds per centum 
Vol. XXVIII. T ^ upon 
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upon the groft amount of .ill the faid former rates and duties 
charged by fuch afleffment, except as aforefai d. 

44 Refolved, That upon every afiefTmeut made, or to be 
made, for the year, ending the 5th of April, 1791, the fame 
additional duty be charged, to be computed for the half year, 
ending upon the 5th day of April, 1791. 

44 Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, 
that upon every piece of vellum or parchment, or fhset or 
piece of paper, # upon which any certificate iflued to any per- 
fon under any deputation or appointment of game-keeper, 
fliall be engrofled, written, or punted, there fhall be charged 
an additional ftairtp duty of ten (hillings and fixpencc. 

44 Refolved, That it is the opftiion of this Committee, that* 
upon every piece of vellum or parchment, &c. iflued to any 
perfon who lhall ufe any dog, gun, net, or other engine, for 
the taking or deftruftion of* game, (not afling ns a game- 
keeper under, or by virtue of a deputation or appointment 
duly regiftered) fliall he engrofled, written, or printed, there 
fliall he charged an additional ftatip duty of one pound one 
fliilling. 

The Houfe being refumed, immediately adjourned. 

7 burfday , 16 th December . 


M r# Mr. Adam begged leave to remind the Houfe, that as this 
Adam, day wou|d be thelaft on which Captain Machnde could give 
his recognizance, and as he was at fea in the feivice of his 
country, and could nor, theiefoie, comply with the adft of 
Parliament, he«addrdiefl himfclf # to the Houfe for a remedy. 
Two had fuggefted themfelves to his mind ; the giving thirty 
days time, counting not by adtua! days, hut by fitting daw; 
or a new bill to meet the cafe. Mr. Adam confeflal, that he 
underlined it was the pra&icc of the Houle uniformly to 
count by adtual and not by fitting days, but the leafon of the 
thing required a different mode of computation. 

The The Speaker obierved, that the Houfe always computed # 
Speaker, bv aflual days, and it was highly neceffary to adhere to the 
rule, as many adls of Parliament enafted that ]uftices and 
country Magiftrates fliould, after fuch a given number tf 
days, do fo and fo, and it could not he expe£ted that fuch a 
" defeription of perfons, at a difiance from London, ooulil 
know what were the fitting days of the Houfe of Commons. 

It was, at length, agreed that Mr. Adam fliould move for 
leave to bring in a fhort bill, adapted to the peculiar circum- 
fiances of the cafe. 

Mr. Hobart being at the bar, and holding up the Report 
of the Refolutions come to in the Committee of Ways and 
^ Means the preceding day, 

W The 
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The Speaker put the queftion, " That this Report be now 
et brought up.” 

Mr. Baker rifing, contended that the principle on which 
the right honourable gentleman had propofed to raife the mo- 
ney to pay off the expences incurred by the late armament, 
was particularly objectionable. It feemed contrary to the 
eftabliihed parliamentary ufage, fertile Miniftcrto call upon 
that Houfe to pay the whole of any debt \vb4ch the exigen¬ 
cies of national affairs had rendered neceflary ; it had hitherto 
been deemed lufficient to expedt them to provide for the in* 
tereft. With regard to the 500,000!. which the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman had dectyred it to be bis intention to take 
cf the iums remaining in the Hank <*f England, as money 
iffued to pay rlu* dividends, but which had never been claim¬ 
ed, the right honourable gtntlepjan had not a right to touch 
a lhilling of it. Y\ hen money, once iffued from the Exche¬ 
quer, was lodged in the hands of the Hank for fpecific pur- 
poles, that money ought to remain there, until thofe fpecific 
pur poles were anfwered ; tfte money was the property of the 
public cred'tnr, and we had no mne right to meddle with 
tile intereft of the public debt than the principal. It would 
be ?uft ns warrantable to iei/,e upon that at once, and yet no 
man would venture to do inch a violence to national good 
faith. There was but one vvny, in his opinion, by which tjfie 
Public might avai 1 themfelves of the amount of the unclaimed 
dividends with any appearance of fairnefs; and rhat would 
be, to pub!:Hi everv quarter, or oftqpcr, it thought advife- 
able, Inis of the names ot tFlofe entitled to dividends, toge¬ 
ther with the hum; to which they were feverally entitled; to 
inTeit fucli lifts in the Ciazette, and make them as public as 
p ’flible, adding a declaration, that if the perfons entitled to 
dividends did not come in and claim their money by a cer¬ 
tain diilant day, in that cafe the money would be carried back 
to the Exchequer for the public ufe, taking caie, at the fame 
•time, to make an adequate fund relponfiblc for its being forth¬ 
coming when claimed. That plan of proceeding would he 
infinitely more fair than the mode which the right honourable 
gcfttleman had declared he was about to purfuc, fince he ccr- 
tainly had not a right to touch a /hilling of it in the way he 
meant to proceed. Mr. Baker did not like appealing to the 
Bank Directors in fucli a cafe, and adling on their lilent ac- 
quicfccnce. 1 he Proprietors ought to have been confulted* 
With regard to the detail of taxes which made up the budget, 
there was one of them which be thought highly objedfionable, 
and that was malt. The right honourable gentleman had 
faid, malt was a common objedt of taxation. He was forry 
to find it had been made fo of late years; formerly, it was 
coniidersd as that fpecies of taxation which was the conftant 
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objedl of parliamentary jealoufy, and thence it was, that till 
of Very late years malt was the only annual tax befides the 
land tax. Of late, however, we had broken through the 
rule, and there were two other malt tax bills. Mr. Baker 
pointed out the bad conllquences of taxing an article fo high 
which was fo much a need far y of life, and efpecially to the 
poor and labouring order of the people. He wilhed the right 
honoui.'lde gentleman had omitted the article of malt, and 
laid what he rneiu to raife on it, ou fpirits; fince it would 
deprive the honed hard working people of their wholefome 
beverage and drive them to other liquors, mod probably, 
to (pints, which were fo pernicious and detrimental to the 
human cnnftitution.' The health of the poorer fort ougTft 
to be molt particularly the objedts of the attention of that 
Houle, a*i they were ftill n\ore valuable than revenue. Mr. 
Baker next reverted to the principle of the whole budget, 
and laid, although he admitted, that there was magnanimity 
in the idea of paying off a capita^ of three millions and more, 
befoie the right honourable gentleman had come for waul 
with any fuch proportion, lie ought to have laid a (late of 
the national receipt and expenditure before the lioufe, and 
let them fee how far their fituation would warrant fuch an 
enterprize. Mr. Baker was aware that Hocks had rileii 
lately, and thaj the Hate of the funds wore a flattering ap¬ 
pearance ; but, the renfon was, there were two millions ot 
unfunded navy debt rl iu ing, and while that remained, the 
fumh would naturally rift, but, when the navy dept came 
to be funded, the dcluhcn would break, and the (locks 
would fink. 

Mr. Dtiicombc commended the plan of paying off the 
whole of the ex; cnees of the late armament in four years as 
a ip lined undertaking, and obilrved that Iv fo doing the 
right honourable gentleman had realized what others had 
ofn n rid ctiled as a vi(ionary and impractical ipeculation. 
With i* * od to the 500,000!. of ihe unclaimed dividends 
remaining in the bank, notwithltunding rhe bbjedlions of two 
honourable diredtors, h** approved of ihe defign, and thought 
it by ro means alarming, been life if fo good and unanfw£r- 
able a ircuiiiv as the con foil da ted fund was given to the pub¬ 
lic cieditoi, he law no lubdantiul ground of complaint. ’Pub¬ 
lic cred : t certainly, was a matter of iiihute nicety ; he re* 
memhered a great llatefman had once well faid, public credit 
was like the iei.fitve plant; to deftroy it, you need not crop 
it; bccaufe approach it and it dies. One of the intended 
taxes, (..V. Duncombe faid) he muft objedt to as rather 
impolitic, and that was the taxon inalt; barley already paid 
fo much to the revenue, that it could not well bear more. 
To oveiload it with duly, would be to check its cultivation, 
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and materially affefl the agriculture of the kingdom. Mr. 
Duncoinbe referred to the report made lafl year by the Com¬ 
mittee on corn, which he faid he had read with great pleafure, 
and as every gentleman, he had no doubt, had it in his pof- 
feffion, he referred the Houfe to the fenfiblc obfervations on 
the Hate of our exports and imports of corn, which were to 
be met with in that report. It was there ftated, that fix 
years ago our export of corn annually amounted # to 6000I. a 
year, and we were in a fair way to become the granary of 
Europe, which would have been a moft dufirable circuin- 
flance; whereas lately our imports of corn amounted to 
nearly half that quantity; it was evident, therefore, that the 
Tanners deferved every poffihle encouragement, infiead of 
being opprtlltd and harraffed with aji incrcafe of taxes on the 
grain they raifed. # 

Sir Ihliiam A'lilrcr^ ohferved that he highly approved of sirWm. 
the yight honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s Milner, 
plan cf paying oit the whole of the expences incurred by the 
late armament in four years, a^d not leaving it to futurity to 
pav any p * rt of the chaiges. He lhould not like to leave his 
children in debt, and therefore he would give his hearty fup- 
port to the plan of the Chancclloi of the Exchequer, although 
he had oppolVd his convention, and divided withlthe mino- 
r;rv agj.mil it; hut the intended taxon malt he disapproved; 

It would not oid y di it refs the pooler order of tli£ people, but* 
it v.( hi! d afFedt their morals and injure their families. At 
picicn!, many of them brewed then fwn beer, and after 
the 11 day’s labour comforted fliemlelves with ft)me of that 
wind-, mme beverage at night. Thefe men would, many of 
tlnm, be now driven to the alehoufe, where even if they drank 
twopennywoMh of ale, the expence would prove ton great; 
but, in all probability, they would drink a ihilling’s worth, 
and more, and at once get intoxicated, while their families 
wanted neceffar^s at home. Sir William having, towards 
lift] conclulion of his fpccch, adverted to the late Parliament, 
and declaring that he had been unreprefented for eighteen 
months, but that at laft that Parliament became aflnimed of 
tliei? proceedings. 

He was called to order from the chair, the Speaker in¬ 
forming him that it wa< not oiderly to fay that any Parlia¬ 
ment was at I earned f its proceedings, 

Mr. Fox ohferved, that he did not recollect any rule of p ox# 
order which pn-cifeiv defineu what fort of abufe of a former 
Parliament might or might not be made. He ha;l heard 
various Parliaments abufed in that Houfe. The Parliament 
of 1741, (perhaps the heft Parliament in this century) he 
had heard abufed. He had heard the long Parliament in 
Charles the ftcond’s time abufed, and to be fure with much 

better 
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better jreafon; but he did not know that there was any rule 
of order upon point. 

The Tlie Speaker anfwered, that it always gave him pain Jo 
Speaker, interrupt any honourable gentleman, but he had thought it 
his duty to proceed to fuch a length in the prefent inftance, 
as he conceived that no member could with due refpe£i to 
order, fay that any Parliament was afhamed of its proceed¬ 
ings, unlefs by feme refolution or a St of its own, it had de¬ 
clared as rfruch. 

Mr. Mr. Bc> nard argued in defence of the propofol of the 
Bernard. Miniftcr, to take 500,0001. of the unclaimed dividends 
from the Bank, making the confolidated fund refponfible to 
the public creditor; and he Contended that no point cflwfi uc 
more clear, than that the money deposited by the public in 
the bank to pay the dividends, was tire property of the pub¬ 
lic till claimed by the public creditor, and that the public 
might avail itfelf of it, when it thought proper. I^e ap¬ 
plauded the plan adopted fome years fince, of taking tbtr-pub- 
lie money out of the hands Of the public accountants, arrtl 
fub-accountants, (where it had long lain ufelefs) and dvpolit- 
ing it in the Bank, Some means, however, might, in that 
cafe, have been purfued to enable the public to avail them- 
felves of # : t, inflead of fullering the money to remain there 
unproductive of profit to the public, though, dnululefs, the 
Bank directors made advantage of it on the account and 

4 o 

behalf of the propi’ktary. Mr, Bernard (drier ed, that when¬ 
ever ta^es were impofed, men of a certain deferiplion, actu¬ 
ated by loca* confiddrations and an attention to theii confli- 
tuenu’ intereft, made objeflions, and by throwing difficulties 
in the way, embarrafled government; anil did not lo6k at 
the objefts impartially and with a due reg srd to the general 
advantage of the kingdom at large. 

Mr Hufjly exp reft his npprohenflons, loft the plan of tak 
Barfi)'. ing t!ie 500,00^1. of the unclaimed dividends might give a 
ltab to public credit. However ably it might he defend ui 
by argument in that Houle, the public creditor would not 
uuderfland what was meant, and would take an alarm. In 
that cafe ten times more mil chief would be done than Could 
be compenCited bv the amount and application of the fum 
taken. Mr. Iluffcy referred to the Life Annuity A Cl, the . 
claufeof which he had read the preceding day, and declared, 
that as ir was emailed that the money fhouhl be iflued from 
the Exchequer, and lodged in the Bank, he could not help 
thinking that the public creditor confidered that as an additi¬ 
onal fecurity. The Exchequer, he believed, was now as, 
good as the Bank, but there had been times when the cafe 
had been otherwife. Indeed, there was fomething (olid and 
fubfhntial in theBai.k of England which inlpired every pub- 
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^creditor witha pferfeft cOrifidehcte that hi^ mdney wasfafe 
Jn their hands. Mr. Hufley could not bring himfelf toap- 
prove the idea of taking any part of the? unclaimed dividends. 

There was one Way in which he thought the right honourable 
gentlemen might avail the public, and that was when 
500,000]. Exchequer bills were iflufcd; he faw no reafon 
why the public fliould not have the profit. At prefent the 
Bank had it; this would amount to 20,oool. a jeat, and 
vvhpn^iiext the right honourable gentleman had a loan to 
luaHfc, *he thought he might fairly make the advantage given 
to the Bank a confideration in his bargin, fince the Bank 
was paid liberally for the bufinefsit did for the public, though 
neither fb largely nor (o lavifhly a| formerly. Mr. 

Hufley declared, he was himfelf a proprietor of the Bank, 
but he did not wifh to take 20,oool. a year out of the 
pocket of the public and put it into the purfe of the Bank 
proprietors. 

Mjff Chancellor Pitt obferved, with regard to the Mr. Pitt. 
5©o,oooL of unclaimed dividends, as it was in no fhape be¬ 
fore the Houfe, being no part of the refolutions contained in 
the report, and as it had already been agreed that a feparatc 
day fhould be taken for its difcufiion, it was very much his 
wilh that no mention fhould be made of it that day, # fince it 
was a matter of great and ferious importance; and, therefore, f 
he could not but be defirons that gentlemen fhoffld hav« an 
oppor tunity of confidering it very maturely before they came 
to difeufs it in the Houfe. # % 

Mr. Fcx begged leave to afk whether the right ITonourable Mr. Fox* 
gentleman meant to poftpone the confideration of his pro- 
pofitiSK refpefling the 500,0001. unclaimed dividends till 
after Chriftmas ? 

Mr. Chancellor Pi t obferved, that an honourable mem-Mr. Pitt, 
ber who had lately fpoken (Mr. Hufley) had done him the 
honour to afk him when lie intended to bring on the difeuf- 
fion^of the propofal refpe&ing the 500,000!. unclaimed divi¬ 
dends, when he had told him not before the holidays. Hav¬ 
ing intimated as much in private, Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, 
hehachno objection to make the fame declaration in public. 

Mr. Powys defired to difclaim the being included among Mr. 
that particular defeription of members hinted by an honour- Powys, 
able gentleman who had lately fpoken, and who had def- 
cribed them as menaffeAed and a&unted folelvhy local con¬ 
siderations. He confidered himfelf when fpesking in that 
Houfe, not as a man fent there to look after the interefts of 
any particular county, or fet of men, but as one of the repre¬ 
sentatives of the people of England fent to Parliament to 
watch over the proceedings of Government, and do his en¬ 
deavour to prevent any meafure from pafling which appeared 

likely 
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likely to be a detriment to the general intereft of the king*, 
dom. Feeling in that manner, he muft difapprove of the 
intended additional tax pn malt, and as he could not too 
early colle£fc the fenfe of gentlemen refpe&ing it, when they 
had the report before them, he lhould object to the refolu- 
tions relative to the new duty. 

Mr. Pitt. -Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, that he did not underftand that 
there was any intention to objcfl to the report bung 
brought rip, and the reiolutions read a fecond timez'he 
hoped, therefore, no gentleman would then dividi the 
Houfe 

Mr. Mr. Powys obferved, that if it were the general wi/h of 
Powys, the Houfe, he would not lifiift on going into his obje&*~: 

but he lhould have thought that the proper time, fince 
reading the reiolutions a fecond time was one flage of the 
bufinels, and what was'thought a bad tax could not be op- 
pofed too early. v 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fux knew of no parliamentary rule that oblige\any 
gentleman, whether he meant to oppofe or bring forward« 
motion, to give previous notice of his intention; but With 
regard to a new tax it was impoflible, becaufd the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman, as well as every other Minifter befoie 
him, not«only did not divulge what taxes he meant to move, 
but, for obvious xeafons, took pains rather to conceal them 
’ to the laft <noment; and in the prefent cafe, he believed no 
man in that Houfe, when he came down to it the preceding 
day, thofe immediately about the right honourable gentle¬ 
man excepted, knefr what any one of his intended taxes 
was to be. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, that he had not ohr^Aed 
to going into the difeuflion, and taking the fenfe of the 
Houfe. He was willing fo to do; indeed, if any gentleman 
chofe to combat any one of the refolutiOns, he had it not in 
his power to prevent it. 

Mr. Mr. Sheridan remarked, that it was very kind in the right 
Sheridan, honourable gentleman to fuffer them to.do their duty; but 
if the right honourable gentleman confidered the matter 
rightly, he would fee that proceeding then in the very, firft 
inftance to oppofe the intended tax on malt was ailing 
handfcmely by him, becaufe if it fhould appear that many 
gentlemen were againft it, the fooner it was known the 
moie time the right honourable gentleman would have to 
look for and provide a fubftitute for the tax on malt. Mr. 
Sheridan added, that there was always fomething alarming 
and fufpicious in the rapidity with which the right honoura¬ 
ble gentleman endeavoured to hurry his tax bills through the 
Houfe, year after year; he ever would oppofe that rapidity, 
and in the prefent cafe, he would certainly meet it with hi< 

negative. 
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• b.efeud fo#fo%*»^*fe to fei*fffe$e%.fo*i \*il»w*ight 
%fl4«tyHtrtfifo! fif S» intended tax w<mld%!l,ufl|to foe pri- 
’ Irate brewery, and fofoeby vefy fofopty a* tack «MI diftmfs 
tks poorer order of the pappife Altai ilifoLb would this be 
jfelh, that every couhty h*ihe kiflgflMmi*4ty mat $A®iaded, 
^teefr fotfb allowed, would petition and mftrud 

ifehWW reprefetltatives to oppofc. dwfjfcohoutifole gentleman 
*tmo fpoke early, (Mr. Uun combe) by fonAwr e wpavt df hts 
Jpeech, feemed to think that the loveri df beer all lived in 
VorMbile. The honourable gentleman was anlftaken; 
"vtrtby of them, Mr. Shcridtn fetd, wem to b* found at 
Stafford, end he believed they Were dilttibuted with tojfcra- 
ble equality throughout the country. He ihould therefore 
think'it is dqiy to oppole the lefolutiort. * 

Jfhe repoit was biopght up, and the refolwtions were read 
afirtt ttow and agreed to; they were then read a fecund 
‘ tjjfe , and a question pus upon each forsi&lty. When 
*TW. Hatfell fame to the resolution, ftati«$, Ijjfs new malt 


tart 


TRr. 


Mr. Petiffs objeHed againft it, and defend t<f know whe- Mr. 4 
th.r Mr. Chancellor Pitt meant to ptopofe*hts bill to Powys. 
Continue longer in force than one year ? 

Mr# Chapellor Pttt an( .icred n»ft certainty. E(p agreed Mr, Pitt, 
that it would be defereab]e that the addujpnal tax. on |MBlt * 
ihould ceafa, m fotwt as its expected produce could be fgared, v 

and therefore he meant that it ihould £eafe as foon as %o^nh 
of Exchequer bills Should be paid off, which he computed 


vVXdd take place in about two years. 

Mr Ptwys contended, that in fuch a cafe the right ho- Mr. 
nourable gentleman would break thiough the tftabliihed par- Powys, 
liamentary uiage, the malt tax being always a t$® voted an¬ 
nually. 

, Mr. Chancellor Pitt begged leave to remind (he foeponr- Mr. Pitt, 
able gentleman, .that, exclufive of the cuftomary annual 
malt-tax ttfll, tliere bad exifted for feveral year# two per¬ 
manent malt-tax ails. In the piefent cafe it was intended, 
that the new tax Ihould ce ife as early as it poffibly could be 
/pared, and ps the whole extent of its operation and efie& 
would amount to no more than aoding one farthipg per gal¬ 
lon additional expence o£ tl» beft beer that was ufoally 
brewed, and one third of a farthing on what was drapk a* 
table befem he could not conceive that there waS any ground 
whatever for atty apprehehitop of dtftrefs to foe poor and 
hard working wafer of foe pcqple. ' 

Mt.'Jfovtfoforeed, that taxes in general operated fuertfs- jj r> 
folly or otherwiie, iiC proporkios su their colle&ion, was 
Vol. XXVIII. V f^Ngs*. ‘ 


Mr* Pitt 


Mr. 

Sheridan. 


. _ _. ta %' mii «rih\ 

< tbe m$re .v^rDdaAive jr provfed,'. ttaJlimr 'it mult acfcef « 
ferily b^ <^>ntinqed ; that; matter^ was worthy i 

confidenitfon. > Ft^ admitted, th&J&; 4 fettiarkdkl not ary 
immediately to thcititcrided additiop&to the malt tax, w&r 
in an equal degreetoany tax which had been tried andai- 
certaioedi as it did taxer, and taxes merely fpecit- 

lative -and ofriftsent; hut it was particularly deferring M 
attention, whentaxis8 v were defired to be voted fora 
rarv exigence pi%* ? t ^ *;/ ’ " 

• Mr. Chapcetlbr Pitt Contended, niat if, contrary to all 
reafonabl^ expe&at ioa f the new tax on malt ihoiddfall Ihort 
of the produce it was taken*at,* in the full praportidh^vT - 
one half, which was a moft enormous allowancejPit need be 
continued only for the fliort period of fix weeks beyend fhe 
two years, befote it would have made good the deficiency J 
and rmi^h as it was to be lamented, that it would for a\rime 
affe6fc the private brewery, and inconvenience poor famines, 
it was aiwayrto be recollededf.hat the inconvenience Wt£*ld^ 
be trivial, and the duration temporary and ftiort, fince 4 *nie' 
whole difference of ex pence of thole' who brewed for thern- 
felves, would be after the rate of one farthing per gallon on 
the bell; be^r brewed, and one third of a farthing per gallon 
on the common final 1 beer. 

v Mr.JShcridjn remarked, that howfoever tri^l the intend- 

• ed apdir : on might prove, it mull always be granted that a 
number of trifling augmentations aggregately fwelied to a 
gr</fs irtcreaf$.and an Mtolerab*’ oppreffion. They had gbnfe 
fo far already, that another final) matter of addition would 
turn the kale, and therefore the attempt to make any addi¬ 
tion ought to be refilled. With regard to the duration of 
the adt, he repeated his after t ion of the 'preceding day, ti e 
right honourable gentleman deceived liimiulf in imagining 
that the taSSifes would be temporary only. Once palled, they 
mullJbe permanent. The right honourable gentleman would 
find he could not do without them. I he hibjeft, of courfe, 
ought to be treated with great gravity, and moll deliberate 
Attention. If the new taxes actually turned out more p».o- 
dudtive than was expc£ted, tliey could tell from experience 
what would be thecondi^l of the right honouiable gentle- 

15 man; what he had done already, there was reafon to expeS' 
he might do again ; make a moft dangerous uie of the fur- 
plus, and be guilty of the moft blameable appropriation of 
it, by expending the*money in» eiFeiSling the purpofes of a 
diffolution of Parliament, or by increafmg our peace eftab- 
hlhments. Before, therefore, the bills *were pulbed for¬ 
ward with the ftiameful rapidity which had charadlerifed all 
the right honourable gentleman’s- /rrieafu res of importance, 

that 




would «'-vfhfc tlidlt tax Had fallen 
fhprt cmfidei&b$y fdr th$ l*ft ^wfeicfe was the ftrongeft 
proof of t^be impolicy of loading th$ arttefewithau additional 
d.utv. Mr* Sheridan took a paper off the table,* anil read 
fomttfof the figures to make mt kfa according to 

rakmg.the malt, and land -tar at^ 9 j^cstiQoU he made 
tpenditure exceed the tncoix» ahbW a,million; and he 4 
aflerted thjat Mr* Pitt had taken the advantage of iaH. the new 
taxes, to the amount of more than half a million, fines the 
^03*1786^ i. ^ ■ 

Mr^Qjpfifcllor Pitt aufwered, that fho Report of 1786 Mr. Pitt, 
ftatediwhat that Committee imagined would be the proper 
peac^flablilhinent in 1791, and that having, early in the 
feflwfi, given.notice of his intention of moving, ftfoon after , 
thf\ holidays, for a Committee* to levtfe i\\& Report of the 
k RWienue Committee of f 78^ compare the prefent ftate of 
expenditure and income, and report what fbould appear 
to them to be the proper peace eflabiifhhtebt in future, he * 
would not be drawn into a prematuredifeuffion of thefubjeft; 
but when the Houfe fliould have it felly before^them, with, 
all the means of forming a complete ami perfe< 9 : judgement, 
he would fcutly meet thehonourable g^ntteraan 
ground, not doubting but he fhotifd be able to prove! lift fte 
honourable gentleman had either deceived himfelf, of was 
defirous of deceiving the Ho^fe; and die had fi|tle doubrout 
the fafls and figures then produced, w’ould bf? a much more 
miMtifying reply, than any that he couldJ[ive to the ho¬ 
nourable gentle man’s vehemence of unprovoked adfufatiori. 

Mr. Stale defiled that he might be permitted to mention Mr. ^ 
th^ real flate of the public income, in older that the Houfe Steel*.'* 
might not feparate under the impteflion of the honourable , 
j^erilitapan’s fallacious and unfounded ftatement. Mn Steele 
then detailed the diffeient heads of the publicincome, to provte’ 
that its adlual amount, at, this time, was fifteen million nine 
hauled and twenty thoufand pounds, whereasMrlGrenville^; 
Committee had flared that they expedfed .it, in 1791, to 
amount only 10 fifteen million five hundred thoufaittl pounds, 
which fum the honourable gentleman himfelf confefled it had 
arrived at, according to the flatement he had chofen to make, 
with a view 1 to deceive the Houfe. The expenditure, Mr. 

Steele faid, lie mold not detail with precifion, as the arp^y" 
eftimates wet^only prefented a day or two lince, and Jtb$ 
k ordnance eAtDMte* and rwrvy eftimates were not yet matte up* 

Mr., Steele averted that Mr. Sheridan’s hiftory of taxes im- 
poftd fiuce >1786, was erroneous from beginning to enl, and 

U t 'pledged 





Sheridan* charge of having attempted t^tfrmive th» Hoofs, and there¬ 
fore he referred to*the Report of 1786 itfelf, anderifed the ar* 
tides of public income from that document, challenging a 
contradiction, and frying he fliould be forrjr to have $lr. 
Stoeie pay the proffered penalty ef his pledge, (his « 5 ver^ 
opening his Ups again) though he certainly would fin4$foatt 
he muft do it, if the Houfe ihould infift on it, when the'i*.y 
of trial (hould arrive. Mr* Sheridan 'added, that nearly 
400,0001* had been laifed by taxes, fince the Report of 17S6 
was made, (> w 

Mr.Rofc. Mr. Rfi contertJed, that not above 200,oo^H|had been 
raifed, including the 50,000!* to make good th^efi^iency 
occafioned by the giving up of the (hop tax* and 50,00^1. to 
pay the intereft of the loan of a million. v» 

Si Charles §ir Cbarfa Bunb'ny obferved, that the malt tax had, W 
Banbury, the two lad years fallen gieatlp ftiort <?f its expe&ed fop* 4 
duce; a plain proof that the article was too highly taxw.*' 1 
He therefore call'd on the right honourable gentleman to 
keep his promife of the dav, and to give up any one of his 
intended taxes, if it was found oppreffne and materially in-* 
juhous to any description of people. It was clear that the 
n$w ijpx on malt would prcne both oppreflive and materially 
1 iwJtarioiA, and that it would dill refs the tliftreffid. 

- Mr. Pitt., ML Chancellor Pitt admitted that he had, the preceding 
1 day/ftated that he would not periift in any tax of the delcrip- 

tion alluded to by the honourable Baronet; but he denied that 
the fa£t was eftjtsliflied. The malt tax having been defiant 
in produced iyJfyand 1790, only proved that there lnd Leen 
V two bad feafons, and perhaps the next that would be dated 

fc might make ample amends. f 

C* lord Lofd Sheffitld , doling the debate, (aid, the arguments 
Sheffield. which had been ufed againft the additional duty on plait, 
were ftrong and unanfwerable. He agreed entiiely with thole 
gentlemen who had dated the pernicious elKcd, in their neigh- 
* bourbotxls of the already too heavy duties on malt. H$ hyd, 
in thofe parts of the country with which he was befl acquaint¬ 
ed, the effeft had been almoft to annihilate the home bow¬ 
ery among the lower rank of the people; to fend them to the 
t alchoufe, to the ruin of themfclves and families; or turned 
them from wholefome malt liquors, the produce of the coun¬ 
try, to the ufe of deftrudive liquors, brandy .and gin, the 
ptoduce of foreign countries. Bui he added, that he arofe 
principally to draw the attention of thfe Committee to the 
enormous fum alieady raifed on that one fpecies of corn on 
vfkich the new'tax would fall* He then dated that barley* 
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_4^an «^e«ffliMf^vf A fMr y*$& . 

*vto the revefcOf ift«he«h^1tyW of flaafc, bear, andlpitffe, 

Jhear three motions nimhmkml ttosdfeftd pounds, to wh*&, 
r if fomewhat more than 100,0061* are added, ftem the land- 
* tax paid by fcadey land, the amount would be onehaffof the 
intereft of the funded debt of Great filumn, the whole of the 
mtereft of that debt having been ftatedby the Chancellor rf 
the frahequer, the preceding night, at eight millions- Hit 
y^PsP farther added, that barley paid one-fourth of th» 
revenue of Great Britain, 

At length, the Houfe divided; * 

Ayee, 116; Noes, 45* Majority 71. 1 
■*- jmQrn the motion of Mi. Chancellor Pitt, it was ordered, 
that the day foi moving a new Committee? be Friday the4th 
of frebiAary next. 

1 h#douie adjoui ned* • 

Ft n toy, 1 )th Dtum^t. 

. IhppeJley fuel, that feeing a very ’full Houfe, which Mr. * 

™$hnponant bufinefs that was to be this day diftufled, had Hippdkj 
produced, he would take th it opportmity to catl the atten¬ 
tion of gentlemen to a kibjeft of very great impoitance* tu- « 

deed : and that he h id cholen this moment, l ei ajile the or¬ 
der of the day Jiad pi educed a vtry full att mfumeof gentle-* 
men, whole local knowledge and inform if jo^ *ni*hi givtf 
tluman opnortumtv tocorrt&any lmperfedtion in l!Ts own 
idtas I be lubjeef m view, was the* intei ruptjon of tfau- 
cjuillity in lnd a. # • V 

Mr." C 1 «ncd!or Pitt obferved, that the teafon which thfe Mr. Far. 
honourable McmltrhaJ affic^ntd for introducing rheiubjeft 
.on which 1 e bad touched, wa the very reafon which fbould 
y^iave induced him not to pnk it at this momtnt. If a bu- 
great in poi»anu- had pieducfd the veiy full aN* 

■ which he WuS very glad to fre, the honourable 
^ ought fat to diveit their attention from it, by in-* 
troducing other mattei winch might clafh witluhe due con-* 
hdeiatioo of it fins evening It was ulual, when a Mem- 
.hc aa^l.ed to agitate a putitn’ar lubjcff of any moment, fo 
give iStice of the <Jav on which he meint to lay it before the 
Houfe^lnd*he hoped, that in coinj U mce with rlntcuftom, 
the lionou table gentleman would w ive all diicuflion for the 
pie^ent, of t\\t war *n Ind a, and fix a time for taking it 
into confuleiation. 

Mi. ILppcJlt) tephul tliat the war aftually raging in India 
was a fubjed fecond to none m point of importance, ind Bippeflty* 
could not be too*early noticed in that Houfe, though he did * * 
not mean to tiefpafs matenally on tin time allotted to the 
•uder of the day. The King’s fpec< h ku<i* u At d, mentioned 
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* which fcjiiJ .readied Ihe^-';? I 



._.. ife TOtacom-/ 
SSttmiiCate to tjrn Hodfe,'t^ fe that ought to* wi 

be takes* it&fo ': ixiimediate'^ c%^8eration^anil in a full Houfe. 
The wau ik which the Company was engaged in India, he 
had to fufpe$, wouhftum but to be a war of impo¬ 
licy, if net of injuftice, on jthe part of the Company i and 
therefore it ought, in his opinion, to be difcountenanJjd by 
Government in England, and, by thfeir orders, broijJ|bj ;j$* 
themoft fpeedy determination. He underftood that ivk' 
gate was now under orders for failing to India with dil- ' 
patches, and it was bisearneft wife that ftie might be detained 
afewd.ay% uiitil the determination of the Houfe upoajk'? 
intelligence which* he fhould lay before it fhould be known, 
and the Board of Control inftrufted how to aft. It fras not 
merely becaufe^ he felt the bufinefs to be of great magnitude, 
but becaufe the earlieft interpolation of Parliament wooM, in 
his opinion, be neceflary, that he was anxious to bringxthe 
bufinefs forward with all pofEtye difpatch. But as he 
that it was the fenfe of the Houfe that nothing fhould iiw.'- 
fere with the fubjeft which was to he difcuflcd this evening, 
he would not prefs the matter for the prefent; hut give no¬ 
tice that on Tuefday next he would make a motion refpefting 
the war with Tippoo Saib.* • • . 

v The order of the day having been read, u That the Houfe 
<c rpfotve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, to 
tc ttike into confideration the ftatc of the impeachment of 
u ^Warren Haftings, Efq:” 

Mr.Burke Mr. ^ ur ^ e having premifed rhat he faw no reafon what- 
foever for refilling a motion for the Speaker to leave the ckiir, 
moved it accordingly. 

Mr. Mr. Bajiard obferved, that as, upon the prefent occafion^. 1 

Ballard, be could not yield to the opinion of tire right honourable 
gentleman, he felt it his duty to oppofe the motion. /The 
Houfe were, doubtlefs, in the recolleftioij#hat it wa&uinti- 
mated that this motion pointed at two purpofes, firft to de¬ 
clare the right of the Houfe to proceed in tl]e impeachment; 
and fecondly, to decide whether they were willing toejtsmife 
the right, and perfevere in the profecution. Mr. Baljftrd de¬ 
clared that his reafrn for oppofing the Spfleaker’i leading the 
^chair was, that he had rather meet the queftion in the firft 
nnilanpe, than give an inch of ground up to a matter which 
he did not approve. He did not conceive that the diAblution 
of the Parliament affefted the right of the Commons of Eng¬ 
land to perfift in the impeachment; lie could not imagine, 
therefore, why that queftion was calltd fori or thought ne¬ 
ceflary to be agitated. If the Houfe fhould deem it neceflary 
to put that abftraft queftion on their journals, he hoped that 

they 






..tey ,] In cafe the fttaphtf 

YLords ' t,Bas£ might appeal tc the 

/People; If he carried his ifeifteni m meant : afterwards to 
move that Mr. Haftifigs’s trial be put off till tfaat4ay five 
months. The prefent Parliament being a new one, would 
do well to profit by the proceedings of the former. They' 
would do well to paufe before they contented to adopt an im* 
peactitieiit, to which, but from reporr, they my 11 be utter 
, Let them look into tliejournals, and they would 

’hmlrallehoods in the Refolut ions of the lafl Parliament; they 
would find Resolutions of one day direftly contradicting the 
Resolutions of another. FirlL when it was refolvedto im- 
* ‘pttictfMr. Haftings, Tndia had o^en reprefcnted as a defert, 
governed upon a coi rupt’and ruinous fyftem, which muft tie- 
ceflaril| loon bring on its deftruC\ion. Afterwards, when 
anothe# object wis in view, they had refolved that India was 
in a j^ofi flour idling flare. Mr. Baftard acknowledged that 
he )Mdj\ been one of thofe who voted for the impeachment of 
^Tlr^iings but he had giveh his vote under the expecta¬ 
tion That Mr. Haflings’s fyftem of government had been to 
be done away, and a very different fyftem eftablilhed in its 
{lend. But had that been the cafe ? Moft certainly not. 
The Board of Control he found, fan&ioncd the old fyftem, 
and confii med all Mr. Hnftings’s meafures. On that ac-/ 
remit, and becaufe he could not reconcile fuch conti aditSionS, 
hr retraced his opinion, and repented that he had been de¬ 
ceived into fupporting the impeachment* He could hot loeJk 
at the impeachment, and forge? certain conftitufional prin¬ 
ciples which were implanted in his hreaft. He recolle&ed, 
tLatTme article of the great charter of our freedom was, that, 
o Kngliftiinan Ihould have exceffive fines impofed on him, 
fliould any man undergo cruel and unheard-of punifb- 
merht be his. crime ever fo great; and a great point was. 


ijft 



that elwiWiman who was accufed, fliould have the moft fpeedy 
taeans ?Wih\led him of acquittal or condemnation. , Thefe 
piinciples had hedlfr all gruffly violated in the cafe of'Mr. 
Haflings. He hah been, for three years together," expdfe&tb 
■..rhmf*jh ^of his fellow-fubjeds as the greateft villain in the 
world ;*ss^payng the length of time that it would take to 
go through the remainder of the articles, it would be one- 
ami-twenty years before Mr. Haftings could be put upon hit 
dob nee, and allowing the fame time as his accufers had taken, 
forty-two years would elapfe bef re they would.have reached 
that period, and then there would b® a reply from the Ma¬ 
nagers of a few^ears more, before the Lords could conclude 
„ the whole and give judgement. Let gentlemen confidef What 
muft be the feelings of a man who found himfelf acCufed a&i 
i held up; by fo high an authority as that Houfe, to public; 
l execration 
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i ? If* thefefot^rtbe 4ro^cb*Wfcnt were conti* 
it cou$d hcyt but operate '&* a moft cruel and unheard- 
♦f torture*- /Mr* v Batlard complabiedof the manner in which 
thfe charges had been prepaied and carried, up to the/bar of 
■ the Bopfe,of Lords; Voted one day, brought in tllrnexr, 
adopted ajmoft without reading, and humid avVajJjrvf^e,- 
Lotds, Seveial of them were a$ually, never read tb tiie^ 
Houfe* Could, then, a new Parliament take upon thetn- 
feives to go on wilb the impeachm nt } Should they rejeiSL 
the impeachment,., Mr, Hayings would, incoufequenc^ hstc’ 
4be oppo^tion of one Houfe of Commons againft the conduct 
of ^Ue other, together with the approbation of his employers, 
and of the fofmer Houfe of Commons, as far as theiV^elblu- 
tknrs wetit. When rhe power of the Houfe, inftead otbeing 
the piote&or of innocence, was made the terror of the acchfed,, 
-—Away with-fuch a tyfb-m of iuftice; he would haX. j;' r 
thing to do with it! The Court had undergone a chanjvtf^bf 
iiolefs than forty by death. Mr. Ballard mentioned the ad¬ 
vantage the profecutors had in bringing forward their wit- 
j»efle$, wftereas, by the Courfe of natuie, many of them 
v might drop oil; before Mr. Haft mgs could be put on his de¬ 
fence* It had been faid, that the impeachment ought to be 
fftjpcecd^d in, for the honour of the Ult lloule of Commons. 

^ Mr. Baitard fa.id> he thought hut little of their honour who 
bad dealt Tn fuch grofs contra li&ions. I heubje£l of all pu- 

nifhment, was the prevention of crimes; but the dropping- 
of the impeachment could not be attended with any ilTcon- 
Teqttences ; betaufe another mode of judicature having lieej* 
inftituied, what had happened could not happen again. M:\. , 
^aftard complained of tire impropriety of lending the weight 
-pf that Houle to crulh an individual; there weie^Jjnfc who 
; withed the? trial at ap end who would vote for th?(j$rftion, if 
mixed up in the privileges of the Houfe. <£l hey bad no right* 
therefore, td take Mr. Haftings to their aifi. Impeachments 
luid received a deep wound, and required the halm 
xatioh to be poured in to heal it. ’ ^ 

.Colonel Muclcod complained that the rigdfi: Honourable 
^ gentleman (Mr., Burke) had now, artfully and infidioufiy 
, avoided bringing forwayl any arguments for his motion-, and 
jhertby left the ©ppofition to it to be made by anticipation. 
Jfeconfidered the prefeiat as an attempt to ufe the privileges 
‘eftfot Houfe todeftrov Mr. Haftings. The Colonel agreed 
that the diflblutron of the lafl: Parliament did not abate the 
impeachment. To give up the rights of that Houfe would 
,he to .put it in the power of a bad monarch to impede the 

courte 




comfe of ' •gresfct 
ftate culprit; we certainly hatl ftof th$t todreadfroflfo our 
]) mild Sovereign; but a CbarJ^ tJieFjir^^r a Janus the Se¬ 
cond might reign hereafter*^ndr tltefefore, (hey could not be 
too jealous of their rights artfl privileges. But he alked, was 
the Houfe of Commons under the neceflity af feizing on a 
poo*: individual, to affift them in aflerting their privileges? 
ThtvHoufc might, without that, go into a Gprmnittee af- 
ter/he impeachment was difpofed of, and hold aconfe-. 
rence with the Lords on the queftion of aright; at at>y rate, 
juftice, honour, and humanity forbade the proceedings into 
which they wiilied to enter* They ought not to dig the 
foundation of their privileges on the bowels of a fellow citi- 
\nd if they laid they were hound by the refolutions 
of the fa (l Parliament, they voted # themlelves the long Par- 
liame^K in effedf. Could they not fuppdfe Mr. Haftings'to 
havj^iied that evening of an apoplexy ? Why not take up 
tlWfr right feparately from any connexion? They ought 
^ jTo follow the advice of tfle right honourable gentleman J 
jfcSmund Burke was conftitutionally dead though alivep Ed¬ 
mund Burke died with the Jaft Parliament; and for a new 
Houle of Commons to think they were hound to follow the 
path that right honourable gentleman had taught the laft 
Parliament to tread, would be juft as abfurd, as is he werev 
to meet a young man in the ftreet, who were fo fay?*“ Sir, 

“ your father knocked my father down, and run him through 
<c the b dy. Pray, Sir, knock me # down, and ru n 
“ thrugh the body, tliat I maj he entitled to my revenge,” 
Tlu* Colone l then faid, hewiflied particularly to implore the 
attention of the Houfe to What he fltould now offer. He had 
^iad the honour to lerve in India during the late very adlive 
£ar; and tlu-re was no part of India which lie had not vifit- 
edNj. He, therefore, trufted that the Houfe would concefve 
him tte’be a competent evidence on the moft material parts of 
‘The aiVvykfS voted by the late Houfe of Coalmans; and he af- 
lured the Houfe b*»on the word of a*foldier and a gentleman, 
that he never iav*f* Mr. Hafrings till, to his fujrprize, hbfaw 
fe^ ay^ear as a culprit in Wellminfter Hall; that he never 
T»ad c^K° f |>on ded with him in India; that he never, diredUy 
or indirt dPi^rece^ved the flighteft favour from him; but 
juftice and truth demanded from him tb&t teftimony, which 
he would dtTnfer on his confcience, and upon his honour* 
The Colonel then remarked that he bad commatide^an ariffjt 
in tire late war on the Malabar coaft; that 
had held many and long converfations with . Tijpjtoo Suitafl 
on the characters of the different perfons who‘had filled high 
ftations in India; he had often fat up ail night with him hi 
his tent, and been treated byhiuvwiththegreateft faiuilkrtey; 
Vol. XXV III. X that 
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tl»at •wHbdie^ abilities ahd penetration no man 

Gould difpute, had invariably fpoken of Mr, Haffmgs m the 
warmeft terms of rvfpefti though he defenbed him as the 
greateft enemy he had in thprttfQild, having, by the afliflance 
he afforded to tbe*Caynatic and Bombay, during the war, en¬ 
abled tbofe prefidencies to flop the progiefs of his arpis; that 
the fame fentiment* weie entertained by the principal me@ of 
his court; that he had been all through the Carnatic, his 
way to Bengal, and he could aflure the Houfe every pc^fQu 
he converted with, gave him the fame clnradier oi Mrr 
Haflings ; that lit ai rived m Beng \\ about three months aftei 
Mr, Haflings had left it, and tiavelled through that kingdom, 
fiahar and Btiuics; that he hid been much in Oude, :ht 
court of Dthly, and with Madijee Scmdia in the M^hratta 
count!)3 and he declared, upon his honour. m the mWt fo- 
lpmn manner, that he never convcifel with mv om .Ain, of 
any rank^ throughout theL ^xtcnfive kingdoms, who diV^/iot 
fpeak of Mr. Haflings in the waimeft tcims of cfltem and 
legard. He implc red the Ilouk to attend to wh it he fhto^ 
npwftate, and to give lum cr dit t r his imeentv, foi if* 
could not h tve any in ten fl m nufl-admg them. He did tlu n 
lolcmn’y affuic tli m, tint Bengal, Balnr, and Bumes, (the 
countr es i^derMi Hafbngs’s admimflration) vure, btyond 
all companion, the fine ft ilourifhing rountry m lndn, m 
ie a aul Jo | Of ulatun, agnculture, ai d tht h.ppmeis and fc- 
cufi^ of the people; tint then \t moll floiinftung coitmy 
wayrOude, where Mr. Hallings hid \n influence, md that 
tlic countries niid r the native^ imees, Mahomedans oi Hin¬ 
di os* were in a very mferioi degree indeed of profpei itv. 
All the ariangemuits wtie tho r t oi Mr. Haflings f wh it**vcr 
he law vvu theertefl of his m^afuies, and lie Arongly af-^ 
filmed, that the fame fyftcms lud been rontinutd by Sir John 
Macphufon and Lord CornwalJi ; th foimcrwas (he laid) 
his moll intim itc fnend ; and to the litter, whom he beheld 
with fil al ugud, lie was umkr infinite obligatic*)*** He 
would not fav, tint tlie country nnVr them vus not in a 
ptogreflive fta e of improvement. Undoubtedly it wis; hut 
it did notdetiadl fiom their gie it mu it to fiy, they folk <XLe 
ed precifely th** plans of Mr. II iftmgs. Certainly $ 4 did, 
gg pe knew it to be a fa£t. How, then, w*js he^iuipnf d to 
^read, on Ins return to England, articles pnfenttd by the 
late Houfe of Commons* attacking the whole fyilcm of Mr. 
Ha&ngs, foteign and domeftre, and Hating, that the c >un- 
jtriesglider bis government were defolated and ruined* T he 
y Jw4 folfeliood of thefe aflertions he well knew, and 
if tbat would believe bun upon his honom, as a fol- 

dkar and 2 gentlemap, they could not adopt what the 1 ill 
rArhament had Y9tfd« Added to this, be knew that Mr* 
to Haflings 
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Haftings was the favfour of India* daring the laM f4r t orttffe 
lofs of empire and misfortune .had attended Great Britain m 
othei parts of the world. The Colonel then entered into a 
defence of the Company's feints, which Oie faid) ffom 
juftice, not from peifonal regard; for he had been very ill 
ufed by |the company’s fervants, from the mere circumftance 
ot |!iis being a king’s officer, and enjoying a confideiable com* 
ma.id. He aflerted that they were beloved the natives; 
and that if vie ever {hould be driven into the fea> which fome 
had {haritably vwfhed we might, it would be 4 molt unfor¬ 
tunate day indeed for that country. 

^ JonLS (Member foi JVeymouth) observed, that en- 

teaammg a very different opinion fiomche two honourable 
gentwmen who had Ipoken lift, he could not . void declaring 
that/aith regard to Mr. Haftings, he did not know the man, 
hty/nly knew him to lie a ftate delinquent. and*he hoped 
\}fx the juftice of Ins country would loon overtake him. 
idol employ mglns littljp capital in building houfes, plant- 
> -' ft * lliiubb^iiLh, laying out gaidens in tjie mofl extravagant 
and expenlnc 1 anner, and toiminga Icene of Ahatic luxury 
and (pLndot m the heirt of an 1 nghfh county, it would 
h i\e bettc r hi ct me him to t onfidci himfelf as a culprit, and 
tohive (Umt imdhimfilf irtoidiiigly. Thetendcr mercies 
ol Mi. Hull mgs’s tiitnis wcit, ciutlty and feventy. By 
putting a ftop to the impeachment, as they ^viftitd to do, 
would k ive lun half accuieJ, half innocent, half guilty, 
lulf cxeci ited* "I hr right ol Impeachment was th e £fcfe- 
gu it 1 of the poopk*, and that Houfe ought to fupport the 
i Jits of the Commons oi England, and not fufftt them to 
b done away 1 y a fide wind, oi blafted by a diffolution* 

' Mr C Innc rllor Pitt role, to (peak a lew words, not to Mr. Put. 
tnents of the »raiments of the honourable gentlemen. 

Ink tot!( ordnoftheii proceeding. A motion had been 
maje foi the Speaker to 1 ive the chair. That had been ie- 
lule<M>v two honourable guUlunui who wilhed to put an 
end to tlv trial, 'though they both allowed the right of the 
EJoufc to go on with the impeachment, and contended that 
coal 1 he no ca’l to d ubt it. Whereas the very thing 
t t It men piopolc/1 would thiowra doubt up¬ 

on it, and yctvPould not effectually put an end to the trial. 

Theie could not be two more diftinfl queftions than they 
were ; tht one, the queftion of right; the other the queftion 
of difcution ; or whether the right having been firft refolv- 
cd, the Houle were willing to cairy it into execution and tfr 
fe& > One of the honourable gentlemen had been fo pood'as 
to favour them with an admonition, qnd to beg that it 
might not he confidered as a party queftion. So did he. 

The fubjedt related not XQ any party confideration* neither 

X % had 




InSjCunspH -i^^g^^ sa^i'rfefe.tliat.'it'OJ^bt'got be made a 
fieMc^al queftibn by tWt .gentleman's friends and advocates. 

It Related to the permaneo^rinciples of the conffitution, 
and oujght to take the lead of every other confideration. 
The two .honourable gentlemen had ex prefled, tli-Tf wifties 
that the Speaker might net leave the chair, and were dkfi- 
rous of ,putting an end to the impeachment? Whateffc& 
would that have on the conflitutional queftion ? Could they * 
Conceal frpt» poflerity the reafons for I'uch a pioce^ure ? 
What fort of an appearance would this affair have, if they 
carried the matter as they defijfd ? One third would^ote , v 
for it, becaufe they thought they h:id light, another, Anrd 
' becaufe they thought they had no right, and the otheff third 
becaufe they did not will) the Trial to proceed. Thus lauld 
it prove a complicated queftion, and thougii one of the boiVur 
able gentlemen argued againft an abiiradt quciticn, he wo\ld 
. in fad have taken the only meaps of making the queftioiiqjf^ 
# right which he propofed to put after ft ting aiide the im* 
peachment, purely abflrad. Some gentlemen^ wifi.cd to 
put an end to the impeachment as cruel to Mr. Haflings; 
yet Mr. Hailvngs’s hardfhips, were no rcafon againit the 
Speaker’s leading the chair ; but rather for it. If the Spea¬ 
ker did not leave the chair, what fort of an acquittal would 
that be, compared to the Speaker’s leaving the chair ? in which 
cafe,tlhoifd the queftion cl»f difcjetiou be negatived, Mr. 

m gs w ould then ftand* acquitted, by the impeachment 
dropping, alter they had been allowed an opportunity of en¬ 
quiring into the reafons for proceeding or not. L the gen¬ 
tlemen were ferious, and thought they could obtain a ma¬ 
jority of votes, they ought to do fo, upon a deliberate en¬ 
quiry, which could only be gene into by fufFeiing the Npeaky-' 
to leavfe the chair, and not by blending twodiftind queftio/fs, 
get off in a manner winch would led' e Mr. Haflings neijner 
guilty nor innocent. r *** 

Mr. Mr. Btfflard rofe to exlpain, and complained of having 
^JkfUrd* been mifivjuefnted. 

fi^io^djohn Lord Jhrt Ruff til thought that if the i m pea ch men t/w 
fc&uflVh not Coffered to proceed, there would he dange^a^^^'iglits 
• and privileges of Parliament, and to the coifeniution itl’elf. 
Wui^ Sir IVm. T^tffTud, he rofe to oppofe the Speaker’s h av * 
ing the cluir, knd for reafons that dire&ly applied to that 
'wT motion., lie was happy in having given way to a noble 
l<$d ? (Lord J. Ruflcl,) and to others, who had affer ed tueir 
confthutibnahprinciples,—for, on thole grounds he was rea¬ 
dy to take^e matter in debate ; he would take up the very 
preuaifes which his opponents offered, he would argue the 
; queftkm.cn th<? very premifes which his opponents offered, 

he 
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would argue the queftion do" its ckfar cGnftituti0*#fl prin¬ 
ciples. r I he firft cortfideration attached on the moil impor- 
l tant pi ivdege of that Houfe; the privilege which its Speaker 
| afllited r\t)nr than prayed for in the addrefs to the Throne, 
foi freedom of fptech, for the eftence of its liberties, and 
thertin of|the liberties of the Commons of England, all 
depending on the uncontroled and uncontrollable deliberative 
capacity of their repielentative body. This new Farlia- 
*mem pifTefits that eUential light in its full extent; let it 
take cJe how it fuirendeis it up, and loies its fp.rit and 
foicc undei paffive acceptation of the mere vote of a former 
j, ^rlj^ f nt - and flhukits ltfcli hy preliminary proceedings 
k in tneSxeicile of its moil neceflary lun<jlit>n. The avowed 
£ puipofelot quitting the chan was for mltituting proceedings 
| of than 1 m t. 1 e Ihould therefoieoppofe the Speaker’s leav* 
tL^cli in, 

r/c Chancellor of the Exchequer had cl ailed the feafons 
' opinions of Munbeis in tjiat Houfe, and then attempted 
to that none applied to the prefent queftion, and that 

the Houle relolv mg itfeli into a Committee was of courfe, 
wlvie each might meet the queftion propofed on its proper 
and fpccific giound*. Sn \\ ilium ftated'the Chancellor of 
the l xchuquu to have concluded on partial obfervation, 
win!ft hi omitted an extenhve clais of men, of^thofe who 
ob, ited to a continuance of the pioceis again ft Mr. Haf- 
tin^s, an<l who faithu objefled agamil the agitating of rfriy 
deciaiatoiy iciolution on the abftrafl queftion o 
no mu oi not. He would not give an opinion of whether 
tht late impeachment abated by a diAblution of Parliament; 
but this he kirw, that fnch an ab it raft queftion ought not 
yfo be agii in the fit ft mfhnce oi without the moil felf- 
^ cifolpni nut-flit y. Ahftrafl declatatory lefolutions were al- 
\v iys\dangtious, inaiinuch as deciiions ana ftatements m 
the Jc^inyils of a future Houfe of Commons might appear 
in conthutiftmflion eitlur of matter oi teims, to what a 
tonne i Pailiament had laid down as a facred and fundamental 
*4>i lyriple, in which cafe the very iohdity and texture of the 
pw A wii mj| ot oui conflitution is weakened. In the piefent in- 
* llyet other objf (Elions, and of fuch mo¬ 
ment, men ly asfll lcquiit that the Houfe (hould paufe be¬ 
fore it eVi n put itfelf at iflue in the queftion. He alluded 
not mtuly to the Loids’ Houfe. Eyen with refpeft to 
them, lie ihould deplore the neceffity of a conteft; however^ 
as a Mem lu i of the Commons, he ihould never Ihrmk from 
fuch conteft, when the neceffity of a ftrong afid decifive 
pait appeared; that neceffity did not appear; for poffibly, 
the new Houfe of Commons may not vote to continue the 
procels againft Mi. Haftings. There was a body whom 
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fwrith / whp^ he dgl fear to cope On a queftion of 
^tb^liairof v jforwe could have no privily bearing 

on ft procefs of jiiftice, bat fbch as was the law of tlie land. 
It was matter of notoriety, that'pcofefiional tneh were geT 
: neralJy ojF an opinion that a diffolution of Parliament did 
fthate a procefs by impeachment. He feared then, needleffly 
topulh the Lords to a refort to the Judges, for as a friend 
to the public juftice of the kingdom, to the good Wder of 
the community, and to a rcfpeiS: of law which waskthe beft 
fecurlty of liberty, he did fear to commit the Houfe of 
Commons with the Judges pf the land on a queftiojkof i?^*. 
He'did (ear the bgpation of declaring that thofe/sffio are 
going Ihoftly forth to charge the grand juries of V^ngiand, 
and who fhould iniprefs*authority on their fun*SiionVby that 
of character, are fallible in office, and arc not cofepctent 
to a decifion of the law of the land. To avoid the agitating 
a queftion of fuch ccnfequcn^e, he fhould therefore 
the Speaker’s leaving the chair. He Ihould mention one 
farther bad effect of each declaratory refutation in the fir it 
inftance, as feeming in its purview to (hew a menace to 
the judicature, before which the contention was again to 
place Warrui Mailings on his trial. To oveiawe Ju ’ges 
• was not belonging to our conftitution. 

Declaring an opinion that the procefs ngainft Wan on HT- 
tiijgs fhould not continue for reafons winch a ftud\ of the 
.of our conftitution fuggefled, umnixed with per¬ 
form! Confideration, or even a retrofpeCl to the proceedings of 
. the laft Parliament, he could not confidently vote for going 
into a Committee to < oniider the Rate of tlie impeachment. 
He put the merits and the demerits of Mr. Mailings out df 
the qneflion. He put the cafe of his delinquency, op'nis" 
claims, or his fufferance, out of the queftion. He founded 
his oppofition to a continuance of the impeachmeiu, ton the 
notoriety that an hlrgliihman had been on his tuaitar moie 
than three years; this was in the teeth of every principle of 
our couflitution ; it was in the teeth of the fpirit of t^ery « 
ftatnte, and ^the old common law on which are founj]^; ■ Vj » 
liberties of the fubjqfl; this was in the 
pie of the Habeas Corpus a£l, which w& a mere emanation 
from and upon the boon Nul-i defer amts jujhtiam of the great 
Charter of England. It was in the teeth of every princi¬ 
ple of juries who ihould have identity of mind as well as of 
; perfon, aijd fhmftd not go forth into the world, and be fub- 
jefit to iraffteflions extraneous to the procefs itfelf. Sir Wil¬ 
liam faid he was ready to allow that in this refpeft foine- 
what,more latitude belonged of neceflity to tlie judicature 
of the Lords, and in cafes of impeachment; but could no 
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line be drawn h Muft 
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rationsVf any judicatureas by: "i trigtaf gfcree yea^sl ^A 
trial, dulung which, even perfortal identity of xht* }Ory v is 
loft, and Ven the accufers are by the royal prerogative made s 
the judges! to reprobate fo flagrant an example, end with¬ 
out one colfideration of one man, or of any fet of men, 
he was randy to flop farther proceft by a dire ft vote; and 
which fjZinded on the notoriety of an Engliftimdln being on 
his tria/for three years, did not require the Speakers leav¬ 
ing thachair for the purpofe of enquiry. As to the^prin- 
of continuity of a procefs by impeachment, nojwith- 
a diflolution of Parliament, he was a friend to the 
principle; but inftead of now agitating it # under all circum- 
it<.nct\s? y a declaratory refoltition, he was for ever fetting it 
at reft., in an aft of Parliament foi*the better regulating iin- 1 
peachinems, in which all the prefent evils might be provided , 
againft, and the conftitutional principle of continuity be 
«wrfe the law of the land by ftatute, as fuch, to be recog¬ 
nized by all, and no longer pregnant with difputes, contefts, 
and mifehiefs of the moil dangerous tendency. 

Mr Chancellor Pitt laid, thofe gentlemen who had ex-Mr. Pitt, 
preffed fo much diiinclinntion to proceed with tli£ impeach? ^ 
ment, might confcientioufly difeharge, what they thought 
their duty by moving, whenever they pleafed, Jjd ttys Com¬ 
mittee, that the Chairman leave the chair. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that he fhould not fpenrk n word then in Pox* 
favour of the protection, heceufe if if were 
juft poffible, and the conduft of the Managers had been the 
nioft culpable, was no reafon againft the Speaker’s leaving 
the chair; neither fhould he advert to the queftion whether 
the impeachment abated, for that might he confidered in 
the Committee; and whether the two queftions were ab* 
llraft piopofirions was a matter as little to the real puqpnfe 
*s any.nthei indifferent thing, fmee that circumftanec fur- 
niflied no argument againft the motion made by his right 
honourable friend* If it fhould be the general opinion that 
mpeacl i ment does abate, or that there had been any col- 
^WWi%^oceeding pn the trial, that certainly might be con- 
fidpred a 3 ^WP^C!%wrnitree. *\ 

The Solicitor General (Sir John Scott) declared, that he Solicitor 
■fhould finally give his vote as the Paw of the land, and; the Geneial,;\ 
privileges of that Houfe, fhould require. He thought that 
the Houfe ihculd aft with great deliberation when they 
were fettling what their privileges were, its the beft way* to 
fecure their privileges was not by dint of power, ro df- 
fert what they might deem privileges againft the law of the 
land. - 
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'-the Hobfe? having^ itielx iilto aOt is ' 

: mitfee, Sit Peter Buttellin the chair, f 

Mr.Burke Mr. Burke rofe, and obferved that being now in A proper 
> x fituatiou to confider the important queftion to \p decided, 
ffaouid any queition arife, he would open to the Committee 
! tfie reflation which he intended to move. Hehrd been de- 
feribed by an honourable genrlemait, who oppofed gping into 
this Commfctee, as politically dead, as exifting no linger in 
fafl, but in name, as the cinis et umbra of what he onjpe was, 
anil being now reduced* to an ens rattorns> a mere mrtaphy- 
fital abftradlion of a man, it was'very logically inferred, that 
an abftra& Member of Parliament could move only an ajj 
propofition. He Begged leave, however, to affure tfce Com¬ 
mittee, that in this metaphyfical revival after his political 
death, he fliould fubmit to their confideration, not ^ui ab- 
ftradl, but a praftical propofition. He was laid under con- 
fiderahle difficulty in another refye£t by the gentlemen who 
oppofed going into the Committee. If he fpoke, he 
told that he fpoke only to torment the Houfe. If he fat 
filent, he was told that his filence was infidious : 


— {< The times have been 

- " Thkt, when the brains were out, the man would die, 

a And there an end ; hut now they rife again, 
u V/itlTtwenty mortal murders on their crowns, 
tc And pufii us from our (lools.” 

ijjcally deatS as he was. walked abroad in his me¬ 
taphyfical capacity, to torment the Houfe, to frighten honeft 
gentlemen from their feats by his talking, or entrap them hy 
bis filence. Both his political and his phvficat life were now 
nearly at an end; but while either of them remained, he 
pledged himfelf to perfevere for the honour of the Houfe of 
Conyncns in the arduous tafi« he had* undertaken. The 
Houfe of Commons, by adopting the impeachment, diad vin¬ 
dicated his honour, had fereened him from lire imputat ion of 
being a falfe accufer, and made it their own. For their 
honour, for the dignity and c.onfiftency of their proceeding,:;, 
v 18 $#%as bound in gratitude to exert the utmoft effortsjj^';is" 
poor abilities to brjng it to a fair judicial cThe 
attempt that had been juft made to get rid of the whole pro¬ 
ceeding, was fupported by no argument, at leaft by “no ar¬ 
gument that was new. In this particular cafe it happened 
that arguments, like men, were endowed with the quality of 
reviving after death. Arguments that had been routed, dif- 
comfited; not only driven off the field with ignominy and 
contempt, but disbanded by thofe who arrayed them for bat¬ 
tle, as unworthy and unfit to ferve, were again diawn out’ 
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anti mar f Hal led, as if they had neverbeen expofei to defeat 

i :e. The arguments adduced by the honourable 
who began the oppoiition, ^had been not only 
1 difcomfited in the late Parliament, but an ho- 
entleman (Major Scott) had bfeen punilhed for en- 
n—he had received the cenfure of the Houfe, and 
10 had tailed of it moll call—a heavy punilhment. 
irable gentleman had faid, that although he him- 
ted for the impeachment originally,. 1 *yet lifoany of 
; were palled without due confideration ; and with 
of a new convert he contended, for that *reafod^ 
whole. He, no doubt, had made fuch inquiry 
id fuch information as enabled him now to form 
a bettV judgement; but he ought to hftve fome mercy on 
other gentlemen, who had alio voted for the impeachment, 
and not having had acceis to that information, which con¬ 
vinced him that they had voted in error, llifl adhered to their 
Former opinion. The prefent riouf’e of Commons, it was 
was not bound to adopt the refolutions of the lall. Un- 
douhredlv it was not, if thefe refolutions jfhould appear to be 
founded in injuilce, 01 adopted without die conlideration. 
Hut let the Houfe beware of 1 ejecting, without examination 
or inquii y, what the late Houfe of Commons had # adoptecI on 
fuorepainful inquiry, and more laborious invefligation, than 
neihaps any luhjedt that li.nl ever come und,er ( jhe confide* 

1 alien of Pailiament. An honourable gentleman ^Colonel 
M icirod) !■' whole profeffioiul reputation he was no llran 
ger, had introduced aflory in jlie llyle *>f the Arahi?r..« 
Entertainments, a foit of modern midnight convention, in 
which r l inpno Saib had borne honourable teftimony to the 
abilities and vittries of %lr. Haitings. Tippoo Saib was a 
P rince of lo much virtue himfelf-of juftice fo confpicuous, 
ot humanity fo exemplary, that toqueftion the authority oft* 
his loftimoiiy, might he, perhaps, 10 que ft ion what all the 
■«* orld w«s lo well convinc* d of, that he llu>uld bealked— 


- 46 So km quh diet re faifum 

cc +Jamal”- - 

he might be permitted to alk what effedt the teili- 
inony pf vV^tuous Prince, of this Marcus Aurelius of 
the Kail, to the anilities of Mr. Hafiings, could have on a 
charge of taking money whiejj he was expreflly forbid to take* 
lending it to the Company as their money, and taking bonds 
for it, payable to himfeif ? Whatever might be its value, he 
iliould only confider it as a reafon for going on with the trial* 
that there might he an opportunity of bringing the evidence 
into Court. 1 he extreme length to which the,trial was likely* 
*0 extend, was alledged as a reafon for deferring it altoge- 
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Oh this poult he,$ould inform thofe who wanted in¬ 
formation* that it was not the intention of the Managers tty 
potraft the trial; and that had they been permitted,^ 
intimated laftfeffion, to go through the article of eg proper 
they meant to call on Mr, Haftings for his defeojecided, 
friends of Mr. Haftings never complained of the leif omm j ttec 
trial, till the defendant was on the eve of beingu been de¬ 
judgement, and then they pretended to think that tiding into 
tion of one Houfe of Commons, or rather the bafe ik I1Per j n 
dalous derelift ion of what another Houfe of Coramtg Wag> 
folemnly done, would he a complete acquittal, as if ftaphy- 
fjon between the party and the profecutor could reftU t bat 
imputation of ihe one, or not e ftain the honour of the 
As to any impied*charge againft the Managers ofifne im- 
pi a -hment, h would 1 or reply to it till fpecifically brought. 
They were now in no collective ftate to make their defence, 
and it w >s rather ungenerous to aflail them in their unpro¬ 
tected fruat‘* n. If delay was imputable to any peifou, it 
was to "r. Haftings hiinfdf. # A right honourable gentle¬ 
man, (Mr. Fox) to whofe tranfeendant abilities the merit of 
the whrilc conduft of the trial might be aimoft exclufively 
afciihed, after opening the fiift charge, had propofed to de¬ 
cide upon tliem article by article, fo that the party accuftrd 
woiild hav$ had an opportunity of exculpating himlelf from 
the weight of each charge, as the evidence upon it was con¬ 
cluded, ^inffead of being opprefled for fuch a length of time. 


as he now complained, by the accumulated weight of leve- 
^ TflfbU. however, Mr. Haftings would not agree : he 
was not then lb jealous of his honour, and chofe to drain the 
Cup of crimination to the dregs, before he applied to the ex¬ 
culpatory antidote. • 

It was not his intention to move any ahflraft refnlutun, 
much lefs a lefolution implicating the propiicty of floccu¬ 
lation with the competency of the acculcr. lie never had 
loved, and never Ihould love an abftraft queftion ii\ his life..; 
being of opinion that much of the vice of the prefmt age was 
owing to an abftraft way of thinking. I11 the Committee, 
which he coniidered as a Committee of Privileges, he megc£ - 
to move a proportion applicable to the particular 
this he had been guided, not by the lawyers, 

not by the reveries of pamphlets, not by me converfation of 
coffee houfes, but by the opinions of minds that were fitter 
to diredl than to co-operate with fuch minds as his. Its terms 
would fliew its modefty. However jealous or irritable he 
might be fuppofed, he had betrayed no unfralonable jealoufy 
on this occafion. Tlie Lords had adjourned over the day ap¬ 
pointed for proceeding on the trial the day of the laft adjourn¬ 
ment. He had taken no notice; they had met and adjourned 
* again 



again and again, and again, afid no mefTage was fern to tlit 

I an the fubjedt. And when 

-morrow, to-morrow, and jto-morrow,' 

;pt in this petty p«*ce from day to day, 
d all our yeiterdays had lighted fools 
e w r ay to dulkydeath,” 

dr iilence more alarming than any a£t would have 
frir filence might be owing to levSral reafons; 
L think, Without entertaining a doubt of the right 
, that the Commons would abandon the impeach- 
hey might think that the Commons, if they meant 
> ought to move fir# in it, as they did in the cafp 
anhy; and la ft in ord« r, as in will to mention, 
th^v might potfibly entertain the ihocking and nefarious pro¬ 
portion, that the Commons having pledged their conftituents, 
as well as themfelves, ns they always did when they carried 
tj> an impeachment in the name of themfelves, and of all the 
■Commons of England, meaitt to fubmit the important privi¬ 
lege ot iupermtending the exeicife of the e-xcccnive and judi¬ 
cial power oi enquiring intonbufes, and bringing delinquents 
to puniihnu nt, to the will of the?vlinifter or the pieafure of 
the Crown. This proposition he would not believe that any 
Member of the Houfe of Commons could entertain, till he 
he ml it exprtftly avowed, f:is; intention, t t h*:^brc. was 
not to move any thing that implied a doubt, but a plain aU 
fcition of their privileges, as handed down to them by their 
predecefibrs, through an uivntei ruplrcl lucceiav-.r \if fote 
hundred years, and to be as faithfully tranfmitted to future 
generations. He would not bioacb the whole line of piece* 
dentj in fupport of this privilege, hecaufe he would not anti¬ 
cipate the poUibility of its being doubled. In all the convul- 
liwriirof our Government, in all the Jlruggb contefts, and 
incident il or progrellive changes of the functions and powers 
-fat the Houfe of Commons, this alone had remained immu¬ 
table—that an impeachment was never to be defeated by col* 
lull on with a Miniilcr, or by the power of the Crown. That 
impeachment abated by a diflblution of [’ailiament, was 
be found in plain ex profs terms on the journals of the 
Houfa oHfftfft&'#on the journals of the Houfe of Commons, 
nor, taking the confluence of the Rhone and the Soane, in 
the minutes of the conferences between the two Houfes. Tt 
was as little to be found in any book of authority, or in any 
good report of law cafes. Till the proposition could be drawn 
from fuch authentic fources as thefe, he would not conde- 
feend to argue againft it. If the Houfe of Commons pollefletl 
any privileges that were not held for their own individual ac¬ 
commodation, as that of franking their letters, or the ex- 

Y % - emption 
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epaption froyp arreft, }mt in trufl for their conftituents, as 
the right of originating money bills, and of profecuting Syixj^ 
criminals, they could iiot furrender or concede them, vtf" 
a breach of faith*' 1 hey could no more furrender the/ proper 
privilege of Parliament, when it was in their fava decided, 
they could ahrogate the law when it was againft thp omm j ttec 
thing but the folemn a <3 of the whole LegifSatured been de- 
this. The danger of incurring a dispute with the Lining into 
been fuggeft&d as a thing carefully to be avoided. He* n g er j n 
hot court a dilpute with’Lords; he would as little fea^e was, 
The man who once furrendt-rc-d any one of hi- rights, ttaphy- 
becaufe to defend it might involve him in a difpute, that 
foon have no right left to" defend. Wtre the 
furrender theirs, Irttcaufe they dread d a dilpute w^m the . 
Lords, they would have no rigors bur whai tin- f ouL were 
plea fed to allow them. I fra difputc with the: Lord?. mi ill hi; 
theconfecjuence, he refened tliem to the piadiicc oi the.* 
anceftors on fuch occaiions— 


li Afunbus antiquis Jhit ris Rom> 
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and long would /land In fnch ''ifpui-e- they had nevt-r b^en 
foiled, when comm-nced on piop* t grounds. 

But the Houle of Louis, n was laid, \v.r Supreme CcurJ; 
of Juft ice, and therefore the foie judge'-I their own proceed¬ 
ings. Had^the Commons no control over the Houfe of 
Lords in*their judidial capacity \ lie was ready to prmiou icc 
that they had. The Houfe of Commons had no judicial, no 
eafieaJUUiwUilnation ; but, as the liemmc: paiadmie m pit 
conftitution would appear, on examination, to h- founded in 
the deepest wifdnm, from this appannt want of funftion n\ 
the Houfe of Commons, from tins fevmlng want of power, 
it had all power. It was the watch, the incjuilitor, the puri¬ 
fier of every judicial and executive function; and from jrs 
apparent impotence, derived itsgrcatcit Jtif ngtii ami beaut v 
If it gave up this, it gave up all, and, like fait mat had loll itw 
favour, Win good for nothing. Were the Louis ro refolvc, 
in their judicial capacity* that a writ of error ahatr* by a pro¬ 
rogation or diliblution of Parliament, would the Houle 
Commons hefitate a moment to intufere, as they had 
fered in the cafe of Skinner and the 1 af 1 Aoippnnv, 
when the Lords attempted to ufu p original jurifdiftion ? 
That interference gave rife to a difpute, but the iffue was 
as happy as the interference was proper, and inftead of fo¬ 
menting difeord between the two Houfes, it had been the 
means of promoting their future harmony. 

Still, however, there were other reafons which, in the 
opinion of fome gentlemen, ought to preclude any motion 
•n the f«bjc&. They profefled to think that an impeach¬ 
ment 
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ment did not abate by a diflohation of Parliament but that 
&ome to any vote upon it, would feem to pledge the'Houfe 
genthted with this particular impeachment. They were 
routemjrfiat the general principle mould be feparated from 
nourablwlar caie, and when the impeachment of Mr. 
lifting tlAas fairly got rid of, the Houfe, they thought, 
that he wlc of the principle at their leifure. 1 hole who 
The hcwis, were the movers of an abflradl queftion, not he, 
felf IyjJlv iftd the Houfe to after t an ah I trad privilege in ge- 
the afnns; hut hy no means to do to. till they had ftrft 
all thld the cafe to which it applied ; to fettle the point-of 
againjut not till they had tailored the pnfonrr to efcape, 
might a culprit at the^Jld ftailev, or hi\ Cow lie I for 
him, Jfeer faring his mdidment read, aftd his jury impan- 
nclled, in cafe o( any diflicul'y in point of law ariling, lay 
to the Court, u This is a general cjudtion or law, and I am 
u chaiged with a particular fa£i : do not prejudge my caie, 
by dec idmg on the point of law; feparate the general prin- 
ii crpie fmm the particular c*ift* ; fuffcr me to depait, and 
u decide on the point of law when 1 am difmifled from your 
u bar, and in no danger of being aff (^ed by your decifion.” 

This would be a prnpoiilion, to which, he apprehended, nei¬ 
ther the Court nor the profecuror, uulels he wert^a collufivt? 
piofvcuior, would be; very ready to liften. 

Without any inch attempt at refinement, without either 
feparating what con hi not be leparatc-d, « r blending what 
ought \v i to be blended, and taking for his mod/1 the vote 
on tile impeachment of Lord,] Janhy,•after a difloLviv ;;5 
Parliament, he fliould move a plain piadical resolution, 
u That it appears that an impeachment hv this Houle, in 
cc the name of the Commons of Great ttiitam, in Parliament 
aiTemblech and of ail the Commons of Gieat Britain, againft 
^JJi»rren Ha flings, Efq. late Governor General #f Bengal, 

“ for fundrv high crimes and mifdemeanors, is now depend- 
iJ ing-” • 

Sir Peter Burrell having lead the refolution, 

Mr. Erjkine role, and after complimenting Mr. Burke on Mr. 
'■•Ilf. wit and eloquence of his fpeech, laid, that if it had been Eifitine 
"WHl^rpofe to endeavour by argument to have negatived the 
refolutjon pr^Y^fd by the light honourable gentleman, he 
fhould better have known his ftation than to prefent himfelf 
to the Houfe in the very ft out of the debate; that he would 
have contented himfelf with fupportitig his opinion, what¬ 
ever it might ultimately have been, in fame later ftage of 
the argument, after its foundations had been laid by perfons 
of greater parliamentary experience, and polTeflbd of more 
leifure to inveftigate fo complicated a fubjetSf, and of fuch 
infinite magnitude and importance. He could therefore 

allure 
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,r'k ms fenfe of h*a> 
<*Wfi inabilitJr and #a«fc*ef preparation, M:iea- cp#pai edjpfcb 
tfoj? difficulty and probable conferences of the bufxndfthey 
were engaged in, that led him to offer hirhieifto-th/Chair- 
man's notice before the difcuffion had been advanci 
order the more feafonably to fuggeft the propriety! 
ring the dccifioo, and appointing a Committee to, 
precedents on the fubjed; by which courfe alone 
My io very popular could come to„a decifion with 
cifion neceflary on fuch a momentous occafion, and cYnilft- 
ently with that dignity which they ought cdways to pifcferve 
in the eyes of the Public which they reprrfentcd. 

It was the invariable pra&kce of both Houfes of 
inent to fearch for fu*eeed' nts on all fubjefts of dcliteia'ton 
wheie the resolutions of either Houfe might he expected to 
guide or influence the decifion; and that that mode had te- 
Cently been adopted, uHoft ns of conrfe, on a fubjeft of 
the greatett conrvin indt ed, but not of greater novelty 
and difficulty than the prefen*. He was farther piompiud 
to the motion he rnt.mi lo m ike fot feaiching piecedcnts by 
the language of tlie light honourable gentleman who movwl 
the resolution; for though f r the reafons ailigntd by Him 
he did not^detail the principles or precedents on which his 
refolution was founded, yet he informed the Houfe, that he 
had fought foundation in every extant record and hiilory, 
and'had colledled the information of cvc.y mu d capable of 
adding their lights to his own upon the luhjedt. Thcfe 
WLW indeed, neceffafy preparatives; but it ihould be re¬ 
membered that if they exited, as he had no doubt they did, 
with the right honom able gentleman who framed the motion, 
they were equally iipcvfftry for the Members of the Houfe 
who were to decide upon it. Minds with fucii lights and 
. information as belonged to the right honourable 
few, indeed, if any, could boaft of; but that reflexion 
rather added to the propriety'of fuffering other* w colleft 
materials for judgement, and fo obtain time for deliberation. 

In reflecting on the fitteft mode of endeavouring to con- 
vince the Houfe of tlie expediency of appointing the C oTT* 
mittte he which Ihould move for, a dilemma prefented jtBf? 
If on the one hand he fhould reft the fitnef^allTis propofttion 
on general obfervations, without inveftigating the prece¬ 
dents which created the doubts and difficulties of the quef- 
tron, he might happen to fail in inipreffing the Houfe that 
*ny doubts or difficulties exifted; and if in ayoiding that 
failure he fhould enter at. large into the precedents he had 
examined, it might be obj&ed to him that he had himfelf 
exhibited the materials which he was praying leifure to col¬ 
ter* He fhould however purfue the laft as the propertfft 

courfe, 
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courfe, not thinking' tfttt- htf \partledar pofleffionof die 
pi^pedents would remove the neceffity of a Committed to 
fearcfcfor them ; for how could the Houfe take his collection 
withou\examination to be authentic, or be fure there were 
not many others behind which were ftill unexamined and 
unknown| Much of the debate, nfight taftdes turn on the 
tlaffing and recolleCiing and comparing of dates, ami upon 
a criticdrexamination of the very wording of the different 
authorities and refoJutions which no human mind cojuld any 
when manage without notes of them, far lefs in the collifmn 
of fuck a debate in an aflembly fo numerous and fluctuating 
as thelHoufe of Commons, 

-- T Jefere, however, he had rtcourfe to the fe -v precedents 
he hacfdecn on the fuhjeCf, a great preliminary queftion pre- 
fented itfelf; on the due con ii derat ion of which, all their 
validity undoubtedly muft depem?, viz. By what rule, and 
upon what principles, the fubjeft was to he inveftigated; 
or to fpeak more plainly, was it a queftion of privilege to 
be decided by expediency, or«a queftion of law to be deter¬ 
mined by rule ? No man prized more highly the privileges 
of the Commons than himfelf; his fhert political cxiftence 
in a former Parliament was begun aud ended in a ftruggle 
to prefervc them ; he maintained them under the*iufpices of 
of his moft-excelJent friend near him (Mr, Fox) and he re¬ 
turned to his feat again with the fame principle ^But the 
queftion before the Houfe was, in his mind, totally foreign 
to every principle of privilege. It appeared to him to be a 
pure queftion of law, and whi:h the rfiles of law coulu corf- 
lequently alone determine. It was to give to all the fubjeCh 
of England under the fixed ftanda r d of the law, the pofftif- 
iinn of life, property, freedom, and reputation; by this ail 
the privileges of the Houle of Commons had been for ages 
4itf£sd lly tliefe privileges, the rights, and liberties of the 
fuhjeCl had been, one after another, maintained and enaCted 
into lawf in different ages of our hiftory ; and God forbid 
that after they had been thus glorioufly fought for by 
their patriot anceftors in that place, they fhould be at once 
loo'e again by the Houfe in the meridian of its authority, 
law to a court'of juftice, and dictating the ftate of 
its owij profecur f v?n to thofe Judges appointed by the com- 
llitution to decide if. 


The objeftion he had to the refolution was, that it appeared 
to him to be judicial. If the motion had been for the ap¬ 
pointment of Managers, on the principle that the Houfe 
would not entertain doubts of the exiftence of its own prote¬ 
ction, hut would coniider the continuance of it as of courfe, 
leaving the Lords to decide on it as a matter of judicature, 
muoh lefs objection could have been taken to that courfe 

of 





i&oabts of the continuance that had never been ftitred; and 4 
fquietedthenfi by a refolution that the impeachment jrm new 
fending. This fecmed not only the affumption judicial 
authority, but a declaration which might pledge the Houfe 
to give it more than judicial effedl. His appretymfion was 
not the confequefue of any lofs of privilege by ^difference 
with the Peers, an apprehenlion vain and unfound^l, but he 
thought that the (Commons of Great Britain hy tha weight 
of their high privileges Ihould rather be anxious to uphold 
the coilrfe 6f law, and give fupport to the balanceiof the 
Hate, than to exert them againft the one or the other! 

. lie laid he would now proceed to lay the foundapoflPWp - * 
his argumerit, by maintaining that the prefent ftatefof the 
impeachment, be it what it might, was a pure quellion of 
law; to be decided by *the Houfe of‘Lords, fitting as a 
Court of Impeachment on the inquifition of the Commons ; 
a Court, to all intents and purpofes as much an Englilh 
Court of criminal law, as the Court of King’s Bench, or the 
Quarter Seflions of any county in the kingdom. That it 
was impoflihle to deny this, without infilling that the Mag¬ 
na Charta of the kingdom, and the thirty ftatutes confirma¬ 
tory of it,r were all repealed ; or at lead that though exifting 
for fubordmate purpofes, they Could in the prefent inftance 
be mad^rcrbend to the will of one branch of the legifiature. 

, The firft ftruggles of our anceflors was to fix deeply and 
immoveably the root of all found and rational liberty, by 
bringing juftice, criminal and civil, to a precife ftandard, 
arbitrary and anomalous; proceedings by which the fubjedl 
was queffioned before jurifdi&ions not defined by law, and 
expofed to trials and judgements afcertained by no legal 
ftandard, was the great vice of the ancient government of 
Jingland; and the grievance which firlt called 
fpir-it and wifdom of the founders of the conftitution to put 
an end to thefe worll of evils, and to bring the enjoyment 
of life, property, and liberty, within the plain unequivocal 
proteftion of pofitive law, was the very objedl of the Magna 
Charta, and was amply feCured hy tlie twenty-ninth chap w , y M 
which enabled, that no man fhould be taken, or impri 
pr deprived of any property, privilege, $r franchife, but 
by the judgement of his equals, or the law of the land* 
tJnder fuch alternative, therefore, every Englilh trial mull 
be had; a jury of equals mull decide in all cafes on the life 
or perfan of an Englilh commoner, unlefs where there were 
exceptions by immemorial cuftom, or pofitive ftatute ; in 
other words, by the law of the land. 

' The trial by impeachment was one of thefe exceptions, 
and its only foundation mult therefore be Englilh law,*and 

ionfequently 
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confequently the courfe of proceeding under it could never 
be changed or abrogated by a refolution of the Houfe of 
Commons, but muft be changed alone by the entire Legifla- 
ture of the kingdom. This facred fecurity of the Englilh 
Government the Magna Charta firft eftablilhed; and its 
thirty confirmatory Jlatutes, with their ftrong, deep, and 
intertw’.iled roots, bound fait the threading tree of our liber¬ 
ties, often fhaken, indeed, but never loofened,* by the con¬ 
tending tempefts of ages; and the Houfe of Commons had 
ever flood as a fence round it, and planted new laws for its 
flielter and prefervation. 

The trial by impeachment,seftablirhcd by the moll ancient 
ufage, was unqueftionably an inflitutioh neceflary for the 
prefervation even of the laws themfelves, and all the fecu- 
rities of the Government; but # it was inflituted hv the 
fame cautious wifdom, and tempered with that jr.it and be¬ 
nevolent fpirit, which fo pccubarly charadhufcd Engliih 
jurifprudence. In times when the power of the Crown and 
its fubordinatc executive magiftrates would, without due 
check, have laid wafle all tue rights of the fubj-ft, and 
when even the Judges of the tnw were but too often the 
fubordinate engnes of opprefiinn, it became i^eceflary to 
provide a tribunal wh^re ciiminals could he queilioned whote 
authority or means of cor; option might over-aw^r feduce 
the ordinary courts and mmiiters of jufticc. litit though 
fpurred on by neceflity, no left than the lupport, or rather 
the exiftence of infant popular rightsllruggling in a;iGcnf 
times for felf-prefervarion, hut now eftablilhed beyond fear 
or danger, even then mark the wifdom and providence of 
the founders of the conftitution ; they did nor forget the 
jftfetv of the criminal, even in providing for the fuperior 
of the Hate. When they conferred an inquilitorial 
jurifdiftion on one branch of the ftegiflature, tliey recollefted 
the overruling influence and authority of fuch an accufer, 
and therefore conferred the power of judicature upon a co¬ 
equal branch of the government, which, from being fuperior 
it* awe or influence, actuated by different interefts, and di¬ 
vided by diffimilar prejudices, was likely to hold even the 
balance of this neceflary and fuperior court of juflice. 

By this mode of confidering the fubjeft (and it was fo 
confidered by Mr. Juflice Black done, and every other writer 
of authority) the trial by impeachment ftood harmonioufly 
confiftent with the entire confiitution, and with all the 
analogies of law. By this mode of confidering it, it could 
alone be reconciled with Magna Charta ; for though the 
party impeached was not tried indeed by his equals, becaufc 
his equals were his accufers, yet he was Hill tried by the law 
•f the land, the alternative in the wording of the ftatute, 
Vol. XXVIII. Z which 
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which he could not be if an impeachment were not a branch 
of the eftabbfhed criminal juftice of England. 

llclid-s this legal proceeding by impeachment before the 
Peers of the realm a* a coi.it of ciimin.il law, ir would ap¬ 
pear, he laid, by an infpeflion ol t ancient it cords of 
Parliament, in my cf which he had examined, as tolledlcd 
by Lord Ciuef judice Hale :n a nianidcnpt j»1 i 111cl ny Mr. 
Hargrave, but not publifhcd, that the Linds anciently drew 
Commoners before thorn on the nccufa*ion tf individuals, 
contrary to Magna Charta and the vaiious confirmatory 
llatutcs. That repented complaints were made of jthele 
abufes by the Commons, ard^hat at Lift they were tL-phiredT 
to be utterly void, and were formally aboliihed by the ila- 
tute, ift of Henry the Loimh, chap. 14th. J he ! erds, 
however, for feme time, feemed to have dihen^nfed the ft 1- 
tute, till upon a private impeachment of Lord Claiendun by 
Lord Priftol, the Houfe of Lords r fined the quell ion to 
the fudges, who declared fuch # a proceeding, or. the aceola¬ 
tion of an individual, to be contrary to law coining, as l ol d 
Hale expicfted it in the 91ft page of the work alluded to, 
within the words of the capter of Magna Charta. AVr 
fuper cum Himus^ nec fa per cum pomm's* Lord Hale added, 
that from that time an impeachment by tire Ccnmicns of 
Great Brrftfn was the only cafe in which a Commoner 
could he fuhjcfled by law to the judii ..tnre of the liters. 
Affuming then an impeachment to be a It gal piofecution, on 
'the*acculation of the Commons, before the Lords’ Houfe, 
could it be any longer a qucilion, by which of the two 
Houfes every matter that the accuied had a dhecl iuteieft 
in for his nrefei vation, Jhould he adjudged * Common lenfe 
and common juftico equally revolted at a judgement afttdling 
theacculed, delivered by the accufer. T he court 
to judge him, could alone decide it ; and it fhould he left to 
its decifion, without being led to it by aulhoiity, influ¬ 
ence, or fear, which were all alike hoflile to the impaitial 
deliberations of juitice. 

Tf the Commons, therefore, on examination of the fifi> 
je£t, ftioi.ld have icafon to think that confidently with a fe- 
ries of former judgements of the Lords in fimilar cafes, a per- 
fon impeached ha 1 a legal right to he difmifRrd from the im¬ 
peachment, by a diffolution of the Parliament, they ought 
ftudioufly to forbear by an excrcife of their own authority, 
to place any pt-rfon accufcd by .them Lives, in a worfe con¬ 
dition before his judges, than he might Hand in without fuch 
interference. And rather repair the defect of the law by a 
profpeflive ftatute, than deprive an individual of the protec¬ 
tion of it, by an cx poft faflo refolution. 

He faid it appeared to him that, the jurifdiflion of decid¬ 
ing 
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ing on the cxi-erce or (late of the impeachment, as it might 
be affected by the diffolulion of Paihamtnt, was a ijnel'uun 
equally judicial, with any other that might occur in the 
courie of trial. 1 * or that the Lords might be obliged to de¬ 
cide ii upon the objection of the per Ion accufrd. And he 
could \\n conceive, that the Commons had a privilege to a! 
Let the il.iteofihe piifonar in judgeimnt. If tbc Lords, in- 
dt-r (1, wire, m.tlf ft L, to give a judgement hoflile to the va¬ 
lidity of an nispfMf hnieni, and contrary to cilahlifhcd rule 
and tuilem ; whiJi, in the ahfence of ftatute, could^nnc 
dctnmmo what was law; inch, a proceeding would deferve 
tl ic in*. Il IVnons (onudcidMon, as a dangerous almfe of judi¬ 
cial authniii). But it 111 the (jutLion ot judicature would 
not bj changed, hy ilie pofiibiiityfucii a fuppefttion, and 
it r.ju.dlv nTiiainrd to he decid* d hv precedent, what the 
cull'‘in and rule of p.rrcu. dirg had been, which efiablifhed the 
i uv. I'm l.-e never would admit rh.r pohev, however wife 

V 1 * * 

or expedient, however urgent, could altei the rule hy which 
anl-ngliih. lebied, multi the fnglifhhnv, had an untjuef- 
tiO'-.ihle pv'viLgr to hi- judged. 

If the decihc n then was with the Lords, it was next to he 
examined by wlui iule it ought and might he *xperiod to 
he decided hy ihfiD- lor that too nuii’t he Ltrled hcfoie the 
precedents could he Haled with efreit. He laid, ifThe ruljs 
of deciiion were rut to k found in the Lords’ JournaL, 
wiu’iu were they to he fought for, ami* what ruh: ol law for* 
the protection of the luhjea could exift ? And was it to he 
believed, that afiei ihe virtue and wifeiom of rges had been 
e\trtcdni the Ii cur: t y of the ihbjtft, again ft e\ cry fpec le.s 
of guhitraiv power and ptjuifhment ; was it to he helievud, 
that when the probability of oppreflion in accufations of 
'o'fa-^TiTal reduced their ancdlors to provide fo many fecuri- 
fies agair.lt vexation, in the coinie of trial, that they fhould 
purpoiily have left, without hounds or limits, an engine of 
power, highly neceflarv indeed, but like every other power 
that was not meafured hy law, definitive of all the liappi- 
nets and fecurity of life ? He apprehended theiefore, that, 
the Lords mufi govern themfelvcs by the judgements of their 
own Houfe upon fimilar occalions, and mu ft deal with him, 
if he were placed before them, as they had dealt with others 
in judgement. A perfon accufed, had, hy the genius of the 
law 7 , a right to come under the protection of technical and 
formal objections, even when he flood not within the reafon 
of them, much more if the protection infilled on were found 
to be confiftcnt with the whole fpirit, and all the analogies 
of j ufl ice. The Court of King’s Bench could not enforce 
Mr. Wilkes’s outlawry, though valid in every fubftantiai 
part, becaufe the County Comt, where he was proclaimed 

Z 2 and 
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and exaQcd, was not defcribed upon the record with the pre- 
cifion lun£tioned by cuftom, though it was plain to a common, 
reader, that it was defcribed fo as to be diftinguiflied from 
any other. The firft inclination of the mind oppofcd fuch a 
precedent. But the defeat of juflice in that, or any other 
particular cafe, was never lamented beyond its meafurc 
by any wife man ; becaufe when even good judges mud thus 
fomrtimes /land disappointed in the juft execution of law, 
from the ftriecnefs neceflary to the admmiflration of it; the 
example formed an inexoiahlc harrier again ft the inroads of 
power and tvinnny, in calcs here policy and expediency 
might rafily he warded on the fpur of occaftons, to confifcnte 
property, or to deilioy liheitv and life, lie admitted that the 
power of dufiMiing an impeachment, was a:i inconvenient 
and exceptionable pVcr gative of t Ik Crown. But not more 
dangerous than many other prerogatives formerly belong¬ 
ing to the Kings of England, winch in fubfeijucnt ages had 
been taken away. But how taken away ? Not by refolu- 
uons of their inexpediency, «u“cd upon till the prerogatives 
were abandoned without iintutc. but by tire regular courfe 
of leg ill at ion, the Commons employing the weight of their 
privilegor. to compel confect to a new and better rule of 
action, aoj. not ddiroying the fandtions of government, or 
Eating down one dangerous power by the introduction of a 
giean r. Mr. Krfkine therefore infilled, that the ilateol the 
peach inn it nuiit he decide^ on by the Court where the 
Commons by law had lodged it; and that the former 
judgements of that court ot competent jurifdiclion and an 
atvjuiefcing Lrgiilaiu e conftituted the law on the fubjeft. 
By an ac»|uu*fcing Legislature, he meant, that when a fo- 
nes of judgements, hv a court of competent iurifdid) ion. 
u fhiloiiy of a com t in the laft refort, had eftabliflied any 
rule of d-cHion, every fubjedt had a right to the benefit of 
it m judgement while the rulei remained in ex silence, unre- 
veried bv tha authority of Parliament; and that, therefore, 
he lhould vein ure to confider that the folution of the rpujk*. 
tion (let it he di feu lied where it might) depended wholly on 
the jmigo/nents of the Lords in fnnilar in (lances, to be col¬ 
lated irosn their different adls, as found in the journals of 
that Houf-. 

Mr. Eiikine, having thus laid, what he called the foun¬ 
dation ol" his argument, and having difeufled the abatement 
of writs of error in Parliament, by the common law, before 
1673, at a length beyond the limits of our report, was ad¬ 
vancing, to the precedents, when owing, as it is fuppofed, 
to his fatigue in the courts, in the earlier part of the day, and 
the in ten fe heat of the Houfe, told the Chairman that he was 
wualle to purfue his argument. 

The 
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The Speaker riling next, remarked, that after having ex- 
amined, with all the accuracy and attention in his power, Speaker, 
fuch precedents as were analogous to the calc in quedbon, he 
felt himfelf warranted in declaring that each of them went de¬ 
cidedly in favour of the impeachment remaining in fimu quc. 

He traced the growth and developemciit of the principle of 
impeachment lrom the reign of Edward IV., contending, 
as he proceeded, that in its relation to the effect r.f a dif* 
folution, its was prccifdy the lame for impeachments as for 
writs of error and appeal. He produced various inflames 
cf wiits ol error not abating^ prior to 1G73, and thenuc 
drew his contlufmas, that the report oftthe Louis’ Com¬ 
mittee, and the relahitions of the Lords at that time, which 
had remained unquestioned ever fi^pe, were founded on pre¬ 
cedents, and what was clearly underftood to be the practice 
cf Parliament; that the report and refolution of i();8. re- 
fpeifing the continuance of an impeachment after a tliifolu- 
tion, vu*ic grounded upon that of 1673, hecaufe both im¬ 
peachments and wrhs of error flood fo ftrifllv connected in 
principle, that it was impoffhl- tr. #' ) * a di'lin£lion be¬ 
tween them ; that the refrlution of 3673 could not have 
been adopted merely as a colourable found .f v 'he re- 
foletion of 1G7K hccauic when the f'rm^r parted it was 
impoflihio that ti e calc? to which the ..,uu .ipnJjcd could 
have been foirilen; and that when the Lari of Danby ap¬ 
plied to tlic Couit of King’s Pencil tg be bailed after the ^ 
diflhiution cf Parliament, the" Court recogniml the doc¬ 
trine, that the imneachmant did not fall to the rronnd in 
confcqu«:tce of the uifloiution, as tl r kne . ami eJtabliflied 
law of Parliament. (hi the precedent .of 16^5, by which 
ti ns r^ jjplu t ir>n« as far as it rdpcmieu impeachments, was re- 
it might be necc;Tary to remaik that its authority 
v, as of yo aval, the Commons having been corruptly 
chofen, and wliollv devoted to the Court, the principal 
evidence for the profecution, Titus Oates, convifled of 
perjury, and coniequcntly incompetent; and the refolution 
rfeil pafi’td w’tlnuit an examination of precedent*-, not ge¬ 
nerally uitli cxpicfs limitation to the particular cafe. Pur- 
luing this train of argument, the Speaker inferred that 
from the cafes of the Lords Sabfbnry and Peieiborough, 

1690, it was underitood to he the law of Parliament, that 
impeachments do not abate by a (kilobit.on, and that, after 
much delay and management, the/ were at Lilt difeharged 
by a refolution fir ?611 y applicable to their particular cafe, 
and in no refpedl afledting the general queftion, Even the 
cafe of the Eail of Oxford, in the year 1717, would, as far 
as it proceeded, warrant a fimilar couclufion. It behoved the 
Houle to ufe the utmoft circurnlpcOio.i i,, a'ceitaLning how 
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.far their right might be affefled by the doubt which ap¬ 
pointing a Committee to fearch for precedents would* imply* 
Let the fiiends of Mr. Haftings remember that his cafe was 
unconne&ed with the general queftion; that if it were pro¬ 
per for the Houfe to proceed againft him, the renewal of 
the impeachment would be a greater hard (hip than to take 
it up wnere r it now fto'd ; and that, at all events, neither 
the length of the pro./, nor the magnitude of the crime, 
could, with any ftiaduw of decency* be fuffered to protedl 
the criminal* The Speaker earneftly advifed the Houfe not 
to put it in the power of the Crown to fet aGde an impeach¬ 
ment by a diffolut'pn, or of (he Lords to defeat it by delay, 
which, as they might choofe on what and how many days 
they would fit each feflion of Parliament, they might be 
able to do, were a*, diffolution not to carry it into effcS. 
Upon the prefent occafion, it certainly was the duty of the 
Houfe of Commons intirely to clear away all doubts which 
might have arifen concerning the nature, force, and extent 
of their own privileges; and to ftamp (if he might ufe the 
expreflion) a double certainty upon the cafe in queftion ; and 
thus, whilft they did honour to themfelves, to confer one of 
the moft important ferviccs in their power upon pofterity. 
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Mr. Hardinge rifing next, obferved that no conlideration Mr. 
fliort of the earnefl wifhes which he felt to mark the weight Hardinge* 
of prejudice in his mind, that had been counterbalanced by 
weight of opinion, could have induced him, after the bril¬ 
liant and argumentative difplay of talents which had per¬ 
vaded by much the greater part of the debate, to trefpafs 
upon the attention of the Committee; he could fafely allure 
the right honourable gentleman that he was not one of the 
conveits to whom he had alluded, but fteadily perfevered in 
the juit.ments he had before expreffed by a6f as well as by 
.words, that it would have ilamped a mark of infamy upon 
the Commons of England, if they had not accufed Mr. 
flattings as a culprit of ftate tpon the evidence laid before 
them. He did not hefitate to add, that if the law fhould ex¬ 
empt iliis culpnt from any further trial upon his impeach¬ 
ment, and exempt him by the diffofution gt Parliament alone, 
he fhould, in a political view, refit £t upon it as a calamity 
of the detpefl nnpteflion, with a reference to that particular 
impeachmt*nt. He would alfo admit and profefs, with fome 
of the gentlemen who had preceded him in the debate, that 
it would he a political evil, much to be deprecated, with a 
refeience to the difubility linpofed upon the King’s right of 
pjidonmg an impeachment, as it proceeds, if thejfcing, by a 
diffolut on can tei inmate this mode of trial aimed at a fa- 
vouiitc Mu lftcr by the public fpint of the kingdom. Yet, 
he won d embrace the calamity in bothofthefe views, before 
he would buy them off at the expence of thofe lights and li¬ 
berties which lie could never 4 eparateTrom a government by 
law, and which he was bound, with as much firmnefs to 
iuppoir as the impeachment of Mr. Haflings, or of other 
Inch dilnujuents, where it could be legally purfued. He 
was aware of the jtaloufy entertained in that Houfe againft 
legal analogies, and had no wifh to reprefs it. No man 
could be^moie aver ie to them than himfelf in parliamentary 
debate, if they were technical or adverfe to the genius and 
fpmt of the conflitution. He would appeal to no fucli teft, 
hut n iVr the Committie and himfelf to the law and cuftom 
of Paihamcnt, by which he under flood the general nature of 
*rs powers in a liberal view of them—the rights it has af¬ 
firmed; and the duties it has confefled, by the tenor of its 
conduct, as well by its mere authorities of decifion. It 
would be material to delineate,fliortly, the charafler which 
this conflitution had given to the Houfe of Commons and 
[mids, and it would help to elucidate the point in debate. 

He was eager to (blown the idea gi\en of the Commons by 
Sir f rancis \\ innington upon the Lari of Stafford’s trial, and 
which the right honourable gentleman (whom they had juft 
heuid with lo much pleafure) had read with an $mphafis 

• that 
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that marked approbation, in which the faife bf the Houfe 
had apparently followed him.—He refofed that humiliating* 
as well as falfe image, that proceedings in Parliament of this 
nature were kept alive, becaufe the Commons were the 
fame, though with a new reprefentation. This idea infi- 
nuated that the people out of doors were the Commons of 
England, and the Reprefentatives of the people were their 
attornies or agents—It was, he conceived, the peculiar beauty 
and pride of the Englifh government, in the popular fcale of 
it, that all fuch Reprefentatives were peifedlly independent 
of the people, and were themfelVes, during the legal con^ 
tinuanbe of their powers, the Commons of the land. It fol¬ 
lowed from this principle, th£t the Commons of one Parlia¬ 
ment were unfettered by their predeceflors, and would ne¬ 
ver give them credit for proceedings which had not received 
thefandlion of law* It followed equally, that when the 
Parliament was at an end, their controul over the rights of 
the fubjedt, and their fupport of thefe rights were equally at 
at an end. The idea of taking*up an old proceeding in fiatil 
quo , as it is called, was refuted by a fair defeription of all 
their powers, and of the limits to which they were confined. 
If a day was given for attendance, and the day arrived in a 
new Parliament, the next Houfe of Commons could not adt 
upon it. If the Commons imprifoned for a contempt, the 
door of their prifon was opened, when tliofe who imprifoned 
were no more. If the Commons, as a part of the legifla* 
ture had framed a bilj, and their meffenger was carrying it 
lip to the Lords, when the King diflblved the Parliament—* 
no. future Houfe could proceed upon that ftage of the bill, 
hut the wh^Ie was to be taken up again. If fuch a bill was 
in the nature of a public charge againft a culprit of Hate, as 
an attainder, and bills of penalty, the fame rule reached 
upon it, and the culprit (in effedl, though in a different 
fhape) would cfcape, unlefs the whole proceeding Ihould be 
taken up de novo , as if it had never been moved one ftep# 
In impeachments the Commons had a very peculiar charac¬ 
ter as accufers—they had no judgement either to acquit or 
condemn any more than other parties who profecuteJ. 
They had no judgement of direflion as to the mode of pro¬ 
ceeding, or the extent of judicial powers in the court, at 
whofe bar they appeared, but they had a judgement of difable- 
ing, at any period, by their own diferetion, all farther fteps 
in that court, and could make it wait for their fiat , whether 
thejuftice they had invoked ftiould or fhould not be carried 
into effedt. The Houfe of Lords fell under the fame difabi- 
lity, and enjoyed the fame independence in its legiflative 
charadbr. In its judicial, it could notimprifon for a day, 
or a minute, beyond that which clofed the Parliament j and 
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he would here deny, that even in treafon, where the com* 
mitment was by the Houfe of Lords upon an impeachment, 
the cuftody which remained, or the diicretion of bail upon 
it in the courts of law, proved an indefinite power to ext nd 
jmprifonmcnt for the ends of juftice, beyond the duration of 
a Parliament, (as it had been argued) and Hated, that in his 
view they pro\ed the direft rtveife. He conceive d that the 
Habeas Corpus A<3 met tht cafe of high treafon, by conli- 
denng the original commitment, and the origirfcil caufr of it 
as legal or illegal; and that remand, bail, or difcl arge, LaJ no 
refcience to any fuppofed controul of the I ords over tl eir 
culpnt, after the Pathament was at an end, by virtue of 
their mheient powers. He qf lea ft contended, that if the 
commitment remained by virtue of fuch^>owers, it applied 
fingly to thofe cafes; and he would afk one qncftion, which 
jn two or three words, explained* their want < f power to 
make their own culpnt amenable aftir^a Paiharmnt was 
doled. He would afk what impufonment irftunedMr. 
Haft mgs, 01 kept him even in.the kingdom > He would afk 
what penalty of hail was a guard over him, or his friends? 
He would afk if any lavvyei, (Pailnmcntary ot in \\ eftmin- 
Her Hall) would affLrt, that Mr. Mailings and his bail could, 
upon impeachment for high crime and niifden^anors, be 
touched between Parliament and lailiamcnt, by an order of 
the I ouls. Jndted if they could, it would follow 7 , tint an¬ 
ciently impnlonmmt would 01 might hive been indefinite 
at the mercy of the King, in all calcs of impeachment for 
high cumes and mi (demeanors.* It it bf faid no, 4< thecouits 
u may remand the culprit or not, by their difcrction; as it 
(t is admitted thev can upon impe ubnunts for high tiealon.” 
Heanlweied, u 111 w me tuft the impeachment upon a chaige 
** for high crimes and mifdemennors, or e\cn tin bail exiil- 
u mg after the Puhamcnt; and lu would lee what the courts 
“ of law ha\e done with it.” Hi would Hate one diletmm 
very difficult, if not jmpoffihlr, to In iolvid If the I ords 
cannot impiifon at all, or bail for \ time beyond the Pailia- 
ment, upon impeachment foi high mines, andrmy yet pro¬ 
ceed mJiatu quo at a new Parham* nt; the power is a mockny 
of juftice, for they have no pnfoncr. If they could, on the 
other hand, impnlon him till the next Parliament, they could 
have done it indefinitely, as long as it pie did the King to 
difcontinue Parliament. If the courts of law could inter¬ 
fere—in ticafon, it proves adifcretion of thofecourts, which 
might break in upon the fecurity intended by the commit¬ 
ment, as the a£l of the Lords He would fay a few woids 
upon two other judicial powers exercifed by the Lords—the 
power of trying appeals—and the power of trying peers by 
removal of lndidment. Upon writs of eiror they could 

# not 
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flir in the next Parliament by the common law, if the error 
was not teverfed or a ri rmed n the former Parliament* This 
difability had extended ltfelf even to the cafe of prorogation 
in early times. Lord Hale fays, in a manulcript written 
With his own hand, and which (Mi. Harding ) had per- 
ufed, that he was pielent when the Lords duet mined, that 
in prorogation, writs of erroi abated (unlds by fpec il order 
continued) but that in 1673 it wy firft otherwift » min¬ 
ed He affirms, however, that by difloluticfri of P unment 
the writ of erior completely abates, and he w»o e before 
1678. He adds, tint he has known it fo detei runt d It is , 
true, that now wills of error da not abate, and th t m that 
relpeft the older of 1678 hai been afhimed by ufi^c, but if 
the law was o finally diflerent, it proves the 1 It 1 with great 
force, tbit 4 *n /hvu j 0” \va out of light, even up< n wilts 
ofenoi, and thermal g‘j woild, 111 tint view of it, apply 
to impeichments. But he denied the aivlogv between them, 
if it be contended, that becaufe wnts of eitor do n t 1! ote, 
impeachments can be taken up m Jlatu quo In wn f s of er¬ 
ror the record remains, uni fo in impeichm aits, but in writs 
of error there is no evul nre. And he woull afk, if there 
was an mftaice in the Houfe of l oids, or in t e other 
courts of. juft ice, where th new Houfe ot Loul , or the new 
court, if the original it cord was before them, earn d on the 
evidence mJlatu quo uponcnmunl pioctedmgs' 1 his (juef- 
tion led h m to another, which he adWLd to the right 
honouiable gi ntloman ovrr ig unit him—Does he nvan by 
the tt r m ‘■depending,* that? the iccord is in comr, fo that 
Mr Hidings miy In c died again to [leal, 01 doe* h 10 a a, 
that the evidence is to go on wh le it 1 ft oft ' \ 1 >i^uity 

was to le avoided 1 1 fuch a iefolu ion , ind he m ht In ot 
opinion, that ‘‘in one fenle of the word an imp a hm nt 
was depend ug*’ ft ill, •'n 1 that m the other t was ft >t. 

Upon the topic of pit cedents, tl ei rft important f that 
ftruckhim was, that from thr timethi iinpi uhnV its b< g m, 
down to theyeir 1678, not one infinite was to h fo nd of 
an impnchient cnnrmued bv th° next Paihn nt—It 
probable, th it f me of thefe e irlit r iinpeachm nts w ic 
cofed within the Piilnment which firft adopted thim, blit 
the Ci mmitnc woul 1 re^( 11( £t how very fliort th continu¬ 
ance of each Pirlnnenl uied to h* in thofe p ri ds.— 
might, therefore, l J f inly iuppofed th it many of ihofe pio- 
cetui lgs died a hidden tP uh, by the King’s power in termi¬ 
nating the court.—It would as little be forgotten, tint moll 
of the intervals between one Parliament and another weie 
extiemely tedious,‘w Inch is a fa£t that would account for the 
polity of the conftiuton, m liberating the victim from 
cufydy, if the othtr a tentative fhould have been to keep 



" A, 'W Il^fTTE r T 

him in prtfon for sin indefinite period* But the c*fr was .far 
from reftmg there; for inftances, before 1678, occur, within 
the reigns of Charles the Firft and Charles the Second, where 
impeachments, in fad, weie at an end, if not m law, after 
the Parliament was diffolved before judgement. He would 
here hgvethe candor to admit that fuch an adlual end of an 
impeachment, thus interrupted by an end of the Puilfament 
jtfelf, might have an fen from the inexpediency of cany mg on 
the old piofecntion. Yet, he would mention two cafes m 
which it ftiuck his mind foicibly, as if the Lords apdCom- 
r,mons had fuppofed the impeachment legally at an ?qd upon 
the diflblution of the Parliament 
One of them was the cafe or the Dukesof Buckingham in 
the lecond year ot Charles the l nil, when that minion w&s a 
juft objedt of popular indignatiou,«the Commons impeached 
him, and pending rhe impeichmenc, the &tqg diffolved that 
Parliament evidently for the pnrpofe of defeating this chal¬ 
lenge upon the jnftice of the J^ords* In the mean time the 
King extraded the articles of this impeachment, made them 
articles of an information agunft the Duke in the CtHltft qf 
Star Chamber, and flopped that proceeding upon thife colour 
of being latisfied by the evidence that he was innocent^This 
condudt was clear notice to the Commons, that*the King 
looked upon the impeachment af'er a diffolution, as a nullity. 
1 he next Paili iment was convened 111 a veiy little time after 
that manoeuvie, and we hear no more of the impeachment, 
nor is any complaint foggefted againih the infulc upon the 
Commons, though 111 thai li to ht it would have been view r ed 
if the impeachment hid been depending Was thi Duke lefs 
execrated by toe (Jomrio is * Hid he corrupted them? Had 
the King enflived them? Were they ignorant? or cold in 
the feutf ?—The Duke w is mote detefted tlian e\er; the 
King was it their mercy, and they weie as great mStn as any 
that e\er iised.— i^Lt nothing more needs be fuel of them 
than thar, m th it \crv year, they ob ained the fecond Magna 
Clnrta of Engl ind m the petition of right; above all it 
fliould not be forgotten ihit >\r Edward Coke was m that 
Patliament converted by difappomtmciit into an adive Pa¬ 
triot, and enabled, by his deep knowltdg of the law, to put 
the moft effedtual checks upon every ufurpation. 

In 1065 anotrer inftince occurred ot Diake impeached for 
alihel. 'I heLoidsd red), that in cdle of a diffolution, hr fliould 
be the objedl of ptofecution by the Attorney General in ihe 
King’s Bench—Why?—Could not impnfonment for the 
interval have fatiated their fpleen? And would not it have 
enfured the culprit when the next Patliament fhould meet ? 
The order for piofecutmg by the Attorney General after a 
diffolution Was illegal; but the fufgicion that gave birth to 
Vol. XXVIII. C cu it 



tl»t neither imprifonment of him nor bail wouklhav? been legal 
between that Parliament and the next. The right honour¬ 
able gentlemen who had fpoken laft, had laid, that prior to 
thefe periods, inftances were to be found of pioceedings in 
Parliament agatnft criminals* of State, though not in the 
form of impeachments, extended, in faff, from one Parlia¬ 
ment into the next. But as far as thefe obfolete precedents 
went, this at lea ft appeared : ill. '1 hat fpecial orders were 
deemed neceffary fo to continue the charge with neceffity ad- 
pitted that, without fpecial ordeis, it would have abated; and* 
hvfo unlfefs it appeared, the charge was adledupon m 
ftfliv m* after evidence heaii, it wou*d not reach what he 
foppoted to be (he ohjedt of the Relolution at piefent in de¬ 
bate; namely the power to go on agamft Mi. Haftings, juft 
where the Managers had left off.—With leipedt to tiie ce¬ 
lebrated cafe of Lord Dinby m 1678, which according to 
tho^ight hunourabJe gentleman, had matured the feeds of 
£hi$ continuing impeachment? and had noted that ftrong 
pfafet of the conflitution by a law which never could be 
Hardmge ©bfeived that he would hrft, pie- 
jfummg fO differ with him as to the charadfer of thole times, 
reprefent ^hem to be whit every found luftonan had called 
them, times of popular fury and ptrfecution. It had been 
faW, a jcs. but tne Lords and Commons were quirellnu; 
c€ *wheri that Parham( nt began, winch refohed, that im- 
peachment were \njtatu quo It was th rtioie a reludtant 
** evidence wrung fiom t * Loids, by the public fpirit of 
“ the Commons, 111 t^our of their conftituciond light.” 
The anfwer is, tlu.t at tin critical penod, the Lords and 
Opinions were united, and '^11 illy violent agmft the 
plot, or againft the Mimiltr, then disgraced; that 
Lord Sha^tefbury and the in iKcontents of the diy had 
forced themlelvcs upon the Ca'mut, and governed thi very 
Committee, whofe Chairman in- I oul Lflex : 'I heie hung 
the adlors a d the views, the ad was in chara&tr. It iliould 
{peak for itfelf, and he would piove to ihe Committee as a 
mere Hiftoriar, that it was full of trn k—that it fhunned 
the light—and that it made a nr w law wi*houi reafon, prece¬ 
dent, or an.logy, e\en alledgtd. 1 he Lords were fiift re¬ 
minded of the impeicln ent% and what cour(ed) they take^ 
'1 hey refer to their Committee an enquiry upon two points 
which are diftmct; one, as to the law relpe % |)ng the conti¬ 
nuance 01 abatement of appeals and wnts of eiror, without 
apparent occafion for it; another, as to the fi& retpe£hng 
the particular ftate of the impeachments made in the forgrier 
Parliament. The anfwer given upon the following day is 
perhaps as curious a pafTage as any upon the records of Par¬ 
liament, 
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4# vhiltM rhe^Dfc^roksdJnj engrafted &pdn it. 
They report, that upon their view of a judgement by the 
Lords, m it>73* petitions of appeal and writs of Error were 
in force to “be a< 9 ed upon: they add, (as it appears by Sir 
Thomas Raymond’s Report), that the papers contained in 
that*judgement of 1673, are t0 ° voluminous. In a diftinft 
fentence, alter ftating the impeachments to be upon fpecial 
matter affigncd, they give their opinion to a pomt of law, as 
to which they had never been interrogated, and at one ftroke, 
affirm that opinion to be, that all thok impeachments were 
jtatu quoi not in reference to the judgement ft*r 

with a fingle ground of any kn^d, either ftatjld 4r 
Both parts of the Repoit are then adopted faf tfwTffdj^k 
who never appear to have looked at this li 1m; 

but give then Committee ample oiedit rot a 
ment of its cffedls upon wnts of error*. tWjjto WM^rhhve 
entertained a doubt, upon this th^t In 161 '% the 

Lords judicially had affirmed^the law by wtuch v #msdTWof 
weie to continue iftcr a dmolution ? But* ViHtn the judg¬ 
ment, as it is called, (which is only a refbtntlflta ofIk 
Lords upon a refuence to their Committee), is 
ward, it appeus, tint no queftion was put or imigMwd re- 
refpe&ing diflolution of Parliament, with a reference to writs 
of error; but the point had been raifed, whether if proroga¬ 
tion had intervened, tholt writs were,at an end > If lie lhoulA 
be told, “ proiogation was the fame as diflolution of Parlia* 
“ ment in punciplc,’ he would refute as well as deny that 
propofition to he lav\, under the wings of Loid Halt, who 
died after 1675, and before 1678. In his Msnufcnpt that 
great men alluds to the refolution of 1673, as corredhng tad 
reverfing the law of a former judgement, (made bv thte 
in his hewing and in that (ime Parliament), that ^ven titlra 
prorogation wnts of error abated but w is he (Loid Ha#) 
of opinion, % th it prorogation and a diflolution of Parliament 
were the fame as to writs of error > So far fiom it, that 
after feeming 10 adopt the decifion of 1673, a c gr od law, he 
i proceeds to affirm as a point clcai of doubt, 'hat after a dif- 
j folution of Parliament, the wnt of error and petition of ap- 
; peal was at an end; adding, that he has h mfclf known it lef 
ruled. Here then we dtteft an lnfidious conceiJment of the 
faft by thole I ords in 16^8, as to the import of that judge¬ 
ment in 1673, and at the bell a pei verted analogy between 
, two cafes, which the exifhng law hud completely d’ftin- 
guilhed. But the opinion afleited in the next breath by 
ihefe Loids as to impeachnvnts could not be juftihed even 
ty that judgement, if the firft analogy between prorogation 
and a diflolution had been correft, becauie there is no fait 
analogy between vvms of enor and impeachments, after a 
I Cci d.f- 
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diflolution of Parliament, one of them containing mere points 
of law upon the face of the record, the other containing an 
accufation upon fadt. In one of tliem the public accufer, 
who has a difcretion to interpofe he fore judgement is dead, 
and in the other no plaintiff is changed, but the fame parties 
appear. The right honourable gentleman had faid, that 
“ in fonie of the references by ihe Committee ifi 1673, 

<c though if certainly was not in ftridhieis the point before 
“ them, precedents appeared of parliamentary accufation, 

“ which originated in the Houle of Pens, and were conti- 
c< jiued by order from one Parliament to the next.” H^" s 
fctfuldilot again anfwer that ohfervation, but alk if it was 
clear of doubt thaf fuch precedents were deciiiveto eftablilh 
thfc legal continuance of impeachments, in fiatu quo, with¬ 
out .fpecul orders, and where the evidence had pioceeded ? 
In charader'VMihi fuch a ni*-de of declaring or making laws 
as that in 1678* was the fubfet[uent conduit of tliofe times : 
nothing could be more infamous than what happened in the 
cafe ©fatnany perfecuted Catholics, whom the Judges, and 
ScfOggsat their head, executed, again it all the rules of law 
and principles of juftice. In character with fuch a law, and 
lo made, was the courfe of an impeachment nginll Lord 
Stafford.« Here, indeed, the humanity of the right honour¬ 
able gentleman and his candor uniting, he had conceded that 
nothing could be worfe; hut it was the fame Houfe of Peers, 
with little variation, and at the dillance only of two years. 
The right honourably guitkman had laid, u thefe were abufes 
ic of a wife and conftitutionM judgement in 1678, made by 
u the fame Judges, however, and with an erjual fpur to that' 
perfeention of the Catholics in which the Lari of Danhy was 
indicated, by a fide wind, as well as the Popifh Lords then 
under impeachment; but this trial of Lord Stafford is of ex¬ 
treme importance in making what fliame was felt upon the 
judgement in 1678, and in what manner the examination ot 
it was eluded Jones, Maynard, and Winnington fay, “ The 
tc Lords have palled a judgement. It is too clear to he dif- 
44 puted. We are to fuppofe they had good rcafon for it; 

“ we are to fuppofe they-had precedents; 1)111 if they bad 
€i none, it is proper to make a new' precedent.” T hat is, 
proper to make it, by taking away Lord Stafford's lift. The 
Earl of Danby, in i6S*>, nrcufes the Peers of blowing upon 
their own order, by refufal of a bill that would haveenadled 
it into a law. Then comes the uverfal m 1685 of this re- 
folution ; fo that authority againft authority, the lall pre¬ 
vails, and it is now the law of that Court, that impeach¬ 
ments abate, after diffnhit ion of Parliament, This period 
of i68 j, the fir 11 year of a fliort and wicked reign, deferved 
;iJ! the odium a more eri'ghteued age had thrown upon it. 
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The reverfitl was indecent in the mode of it, partial in the 
object, and hurried through the Houfe. But there was a 
remarkable diftinftion taken by this reverfal, between writs 
of error and impeachmehts, and that part of the order which 
relates to writs of error has been fince received as the law of 
the-Jand. He would prove that the other part refpedting the 
impeachments had been recognized and adopted by l'ubfe- 
quent authorities in the Lords, without a hint of difappro- 
bation by the Commons. % 

It was not, ^however, quite corredt, that the Commons 
-j^ere then completely enflaved ; Serjeant Maynard was a hoft 
▼m favour of liberty, and then a Member of Parliament* He 
had been a champion for the o^lcr of 1678 againft Lord Staf- 
ford; but in 1685, though in thehahi: protefting againft 
many encroachments, he lays not one fyliable againft inis 
order of reverfal, which negatives the continuance of im¬ 
peachments after a diffolution of PatjKfuaeent. In 1690, the 
times were excellent, andperhfips a linger sera for the liberty 
of the fubjedl could not be fqurul than in that identical year. 
Maynard was in the Houfe of Commons, and Somers, then 
Solicitor Genet a!, the heft and* gieateft man that perhaps 
ever breathed in England, or in the world. A queftion is 
dire&lv put by the Lords, whether impeachments continued 
or abated, upon a dillbJrti'n ? Ali the old precedents are ex¬ 
amined, and many others that were not produced in 1673, are 
brought from thr 'Lower. T hey are all ftated, not concealed 
as in 1678. The Committee intimate their fenfe of the law 
to be, that impeachments are,at an ciwl upon a view of thofe 
precedents, and upon a view of thofe precedents the queftion 
of difeharging the Peers is cxprefily put. It is that po¬ 
litics had their fiiare in a debate which this Report produced, 
and that.the Lords had not railed the point thtmfelves, but 
had fitted another in their favour. It is however, certain 
that a debate arofe upon this Report, and he de!paired of all 
attempt^ torcalbn in future, if he fhoulci he accufed of an 
unfair inference from the diflent as marked in a famous pro- 
teft againft the Refolntion of the Lord* to difcharge the Peer*; 
hut fiift, lie would a Ik what became of the Houle ot Com¬ 
mons, when thev f.nv the Report affirming impeachments to 
he at an end, and when they leaft knew 11 had been a punt 
in the debate, and when there was at leaft ambiguity in the 
queftion, whether the <ii fell urge was upon this ground or the 
oilier of the pardon ? They uige nothing in favour of the 
order of 1678 —Hut what fays this famous PiotHl : h it 
filent upon tlie Report? No, it condemns the intiochidlion 
pf it into the debate, but not the dottnne which it import¬ 
ed, and it imputes a defign beyond that of relieving the Peers 
who had petitioned. 1 \\\> defigti is explained in Burnet, as 
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having beeirto fave Lord Carniartboi^ againft whom his ene¬ 
mies had raifed thequeftion again for thepurpofe of expofing 
him to an old impeachment which hung over his head, un- 
lefsthe difTolution had made an end to it. The energies of 
that Peer were bufy againft him in the Commons, and it was 
propofed, at this very time, to vote that, Upon account of 
the impeachments in a farmer Parliament, he fliouhl be no 
longei one of the King’s Cabinet Minifter^ Yet, his ene¬ 
mies, a war# of their own purpofe in the Lords, and aware of 
the meafures by which it had been met there/ make no com¬ 
plaint againft the danger, at leall of the order in 167? ; 
could have been fuppofed that it was not then done away by s 
the order of 1685. In 1717# the Earl of Oxford was made 
fubjeft, by a refokition of the I jrds, to an impeachment 
after prorogation ; and he could r jt imagine it poffible to read 
the difienting Lords in their Prtteft, without a neceflary in¬ 
ference, that the fft)iiV 4 of thequeftion had been, whether if 
diflblution abated, prjv-^gafioi* had or had not a limilar effecL 
Thisqueftion aflumed the lav qf abatement, as rei’ulting fiom 
diflblution, and the Lords in their Proteft nr \er controvert¬ 
ing that law, but affirming .-nd commending it, exprefs their 
fears that it may be weakened by this judgement upon the 
cafe of prorogation, which they icpr.fent as the fame thing, 
but the majority thought otlu-Twilf; and it is impoflihle to 
conceive that judgement either fujvorud in argument, ot in 
argument arraigned, unlefs upon thus point conceded that a 
diifulution of Parliament was the tei mination of an impeach¬ 
ment. Upon this view of thej’evcral precedents, Mr. Har- 
dinge exprefled a very ferious doubt, at leaft whether im¬ 
peachments could be taken up in fiatu oito by a new Parlia¬ 
ment, and lie could not help adding, that if all thefe prece¬ 
dents were thrown into the fire, a fate which, upon the mere 
character of the times, two of them deferved, he flioufd have 
a doubt at leaft, and ftiould incline to the opinion he had 
already intimated, as refulting from the ronftitutionjl powers 
reft ding in both Houles of Parliament, by admitted piaftice 
and general illuftration. He adjured the Houfe to aft upon 
the recommendation of a rigln honourable gentleman, who 
fpoke iaft, as well as to admire if; in other words, to be de¬ 
liberate and wary, in examining all the materials whi form: Id 
enlighten their judgement, before they a (Ennui, in the form 
of an afT-rted privilege, a judicial duty of the Court, whole 
juriidiftion they could not change, and whofe judgement 
they could not force. I Jo intimated a diflike to this mode of 
aflcrtir.g the right, even if they believed it was clear; but 
recommended that if that ftiouhfbe their opinion, they fnould 
act upon it in a mode of aflertmg it equally effectual, but 
ltfs iiregular; more temperate, and more conftituttonal. 

Think- 




fhould leave the chair in order to the appointment of a Com - 
mittee (by the Houfe when refutned) for the purpofe of exa- 
mining precedents. 

Mr. iGrke obferved, that a conftitutional queflion of fuch Mr. 
magnitude and importance requited the ulmofl deliberation ; Yuike. 
and therefore he trufled, that to enable gentlemen tod'eaicli 
^for precedents, and become fully pofleiTcd of the nature of 
the iubjeft, m:*e time would he allowed. 

> situ truth #. rofe after Mr. Kardmge, and begun by Mr. 
"remarking that diiFerihg as he did from many of his profefli- (lrutUi\ 
onal friends, whole cptaons ?r,d characters he much re- 
fpefled, he felt it his dut^fo rife* upon the prefent occafion, 
and deliver the fc ntimentr, Nthich ppon mature deliberation 
he had formed, more efpcciaVy as ther^ ty’as no doubt in his 
mind, and as the magnitude orms^pTjjtion called upon every 
one freely to deliver his opiniem^ Tneijbeftion was no leis, 
than whether the right of the XTimmons to impeach jhould 
exift, for it was ridiculous to afljm that the Commons had 
the right to impeach, if it was /oupled with a power in the 
Crown to pi event the efficacy oil an impeachment at any pe- 
i r iod v\ hich might il.it the pumofe of the adviftrs of the 
/ King, and JHlrc.y it even in ijlie moment of conviction 
and judgement. 

Having no doubt upon the qulPjon itfolf, he had as little 
in giving Ins n gative :o cny mcnon for Jewelling precedents. 

He would not throw a doubt 0^1 the privileges of the Com¬ 
mon? of i'Tigland by appointing committees to invefligate a 
punt which at no panod of our hillorv had ever been douhteM 
within the wails of iliac Hyuie. 

A rigjht admitted and a/|ui< feed in for centuries, was npt 
to be Uippoftii cioulu'i:!, hpcuuie iome ingenious men had en¬ 
deavoured to hi ing inro/juftion what thur ancdlors h,.d 
agreed in for three hm/virul ycais and if forced analogies 
and fceptical argument from vague and nnfuppoited theories 
were ti be the grounds of appointing Committees of b nquiry 
into the privileges of the Commons, there was no right fo 
ellahliihed but might be calk'd m queilion, and no privikge, 
howev^f neceffiiry, hut nngiH hedrfptmd 

] \c was fure that not a line m the Journals of the Com¬ 
mons could i’litify even \ doubt; a>,d if doubts weie lobe 
raifedhy inveftigation of t!ie I.oid’t, journals, he was fne to 
fay that !v would not look into the Lord’s journals for the 
privileges of the Commons, nornfk the opinion of a llnufe 
of Peers upon the extent of the Common^ powers; they 
alone were competent to declare their own privileges, and 
there was an end of the power of impeachment itlelf, if they 

were 




, were to inquire of the Lords what were its limits, and calmly 
fubmit this important privilege to their foie determination 
—If he was right in his view of the fuhjeft, it was idle to 
Jearch for precedents, became the principle was a matter of 
daily practice; for three years the Houle had gone on with 
the trial from feflion to Idfion, from prorogation to proro¬ 
gation; in pruicinle and in law, there was no differ¬ 
ence between i/.ffolurion and prorogation, between a iv w 
feflicn and a new Parliament. If he could make out that 
proportion, the fearcli of precedents wa.* 1 futile ; he de¬ 
li red the Houle to apply the fame principle upon which 
had proceeded in thefe three laft ye.^r.,,' or to point out fome 
foliti and fenlible d/jtimftion betwe< r 1 the cafe of a proroga¬ 
tion and the prefeir. A 

The gentleman who fpoke J, f d, had in a fpeech made to 
prove the propriety C onj^wltce to fcarch precedents, de- 
dared, that if all the i£oi^£ijts were brought upon the table 
and burnt, it womb make p/o ..Iteration in his fentiments. 
With what confiftenqy covjd be fearcli for precedents which 
he would not ufe, and whyjaik for authorities which, when 
got, were to be committed t\> the dames ? It could not be for 
information, but for delay that he iupported the motion. 

1 he gentleman who opei£,d the debate, had admi ted that 
the courfe of decilions of a Competent court, were fufficient 
toform the law; with that ?,dmiffjon lie was fatisiied as far as 
the prefent debate went; ^although h.-* neither could nor 
ever would admit tha f any uenlion of the Ho ufe of Lords 
could make the law. Their ilecifions, confident witli prin¬ 
ciple, were tiie beft evidence cf the law which the lioufe 
could not make by its rLloIutioi^. 

Hut he hoped to prove, that giving the honourable gentle¬ 
man his principle, that very prirariple proved the impeach¬ 
ment did not abate. For no court of decilions, nor even 
one authority could be produced \or its a’ ating but the 
miferable decifion cf the year if^X^which was to he raked 
from the allies in which ic had lain eV*er fince it had palled, 
defpifed and forgotten by the very men who made it ; and 
contaminated and difgraced by the miferable circumftances 
which gave it biith, and the difgraceFul times in which 
it happened. 

The queftion had been attempted to lie reafoned upon 
principle, upon analogy, and upon direct authority ; upon 
the firll it was requisite to fay little. It was too obvious 
that the mmifter who committed a crime deferving of im¬ 
peachment, would be the firft to give himfdf indemnity by 
the cominifiion of a frcfli crime. With regard to analogy, he 
would only remark at prefent, that the foundation of analo¬ 
gical reafoning confided in proving the adm ilium of a prin- 
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ciple in one inftance, and drawing from thence an argu¬ 
ment, that in (imilar proceedings, and in like cafes, the fame 
principle ought to be admitted. Hut it was remarkable that 
in all the analogies introduced into the prefent debate, much 
care had been taken to fly from analogies to other judicial 



the meeting of Parliament in the year after the Popifh Lords 
were impeached, addrefling himfelf to the Commons, he in¬ 
formed them that the King had, during the diffolution of 
parliament, been applied to to liberate tliofe Lords, but that 
Vol. XXVIII. Dd he 
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he thought it right to referve them for juftice, and defired 
the Commons to proceed fpeedily with their trials, that 
they might not lufter the miieries of indefinite confinement. 

Before he directed the Commons to proceed upon the tri¬ 
als, he muft have been of opinion that the trials were in 
exiftence. When the queftion came afterwards in the nfxt 
feflion to be agitated, it was folemnly fettled by theT rofo- 
lution of 1678, that the ftate of impeachment^ was not 
affe£led by d idol ut ion of parliament, not upon the fpur cf 
the occafion, but upon mature deliberation find enquiiy, 
upon following up the principle which wav firmly elhrfe 
1 lilted in the year 1673, and which n< .t?r lince had been 
controverted. 0 

Much abufe had been thrown u‘On the times about tlie 
year 1678, in which he could not agree. It was tr e th^y 
were times of much fermertt, bu it was to the fermenting 
of the great fpirit 61 lV^rtv. ttc that time, that we owed 
our very exiltence, o w /ed even our meering in that 

Houfe now to difeufs the qfJeftion. That fome exceiles 
might have been practifed he would nor deny, and the paiti- 
cular exiftence of the Popifft v>lot might be a chimera. i>ut 
the fear of popery, and terror for the iofs of liberty, were 
not, at that time, ideal fear; It was to the fpirit of our 
anceftors then, and to the \ rinciples which they iucceis- 
fullv maintained, that this ountry owed the Revolution 
and the exiftence of the preft it family upon the throne of 
the kingdom. But even let tije tunes be what they might, 
the refolution in queftit>n was $>*1 tainted hv any tiling that 
might be bad in them. Jt had nothing to do with the Po- 
pifli plot; the quell ion was agitafcd in the impeachment of 
Lord Danby, impeached for crimed totally di limit from the 
plot, and decided by a Houfe of \ord> ceitainly not parti¬ 
cularly inimical to that Mini Her. \ 

After that period the queftion (am\ again to he mentioned 
in the Houfe of Commons. In one qf the conferences with 
regard to Lord Danby, the managers,\mong o her things, 
reported th;t one of the Lords had puf'the Commons in 
mind that they had gained two great points in th»r Larl’n- 
menf, viz. that impeachments continued from parliament to 
parliament, and that the impeached Lord muft withdraw. 
.The managers for the Commons replied, that thefe points 
were agreeable to the ancient law and rule of Parliament. 
The piopriety and truth of this anfvver was, at the time, 
queftioned by no man. He could not doubt what he found 
above 100 years ago declared hy great and able men, and 
admitted by the whole Houfe of Commons to be the ancient 
law and ufage of Parliament. 

Upo$ 
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Upon this law Lord Stafford was tried and executed; in his 
cafe it was folemnly decided. Much had been faid with regard 
to that trial; the witneffes were perjured, and that unfortu¬ 
nate man had a hard fate. But if the witneffes were be¬ 
lieved, the convidtion was juft; the other circumftances of 
trial, and the mode in which it was conduced, were 
lit triable to obje&ion. The form of conducting a trial, 
the principles which diredled it, the queftions of lay, which 
arofe in tlia^ourfe of it, were not to be fet ^fide*, becaufe 
th® witneffesNiappened to be perjured, or even becaufe ail 
^-^wrocent man\^d loft his life by their being believed. 

About the periMtJwhen tliefe things palled in parliament, 
the queftion had morJwhan #nce occurred in Weftminfter 
Hall, and it was equartf aJmitted thdte as law, that im¬ 
peachments continued noJffithftanding a diffolution. Lord 
Danby and the Popilh Low hncfappUed to be bailed; if an 
idea prevailed of the abateSN#'hi impeachment, his 
application ought to have beln to^Ofcdifcharged. But the 
court would not even bail tlitVi till Jeffries was made Chief 
Juftice. Upon thefe cafes, ai\l upon the fpeech made by 
Lord Danby, and the manner in which even he ftated the 
law on the point, he would r n fay a word, left he Ihould 
weaken the effed of the pow :rful and able obfer various al¬ 
ready made by the greateft ai diority in that IdotfTe (the 
Speaker.) He would only reir nk, that baiting was an af¬ 
firmance of the commitment, nd therefore a direct autho- 

■ ed. Upon looking into the 

it neft only a coniiderable 
lat there w^' ground from 
i had been folemnly derer¬ 
and. Fitzharris had been 
mons of high treafon ; no 
n, Parliament was diffolved. 
fpccial treafon, under an a& 
cd that he was impeached, 
his plea, his council often 
?ach,merits continued from 
ho law been clearly other- 
have told them what ligni- 
fies all this argument, the impeachment is gone. So far 
from it, that the Chief Juftice Itudiouflv avoided that quef¬ 
tion, and when they were preihng to argue it, flopped them by 
telling them that the only queftion before the Court upon 
the plea was, whether a general impeachment for treafon, 
and no treafon in particular, could he pleaded in bar of an 
indictment for the particular treafon fet forth. In the courle 
of the trial, one of the council for Fitzharris infilled that 
it had been, after the diffolution of Parliament, folemnly 
D d a refolved 
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refolved by all the Judges, that the King could not proceed 
upon the indiflments again ft the Popi/h Lords on account of 
the impeachments which were then defending ngainft them; 
the chief anfwer made by the then Attorney (General was, 
that this was an extra judicial opinion.—Mr. Anftruther 
was ready to admit it was extrajudicial, but ftill it Mel all 
the weight of an opinion of the twelve Judges, and at! opi¬ 
nion which they could not have formed if they had not 
thought that impeachments did not abate, and^that a diflb- ^ 
lution of Parliament had no effect whatever*upon the ftate 
of an impeachment. , 

Afrer all this, it might have been rnoright that the point * 
tvas clear; but in the iirft cay 0 r the firft Parliament of 
James the Sicontl, in the moment of fervilitv and adula- 
tion, the Louie of Lords thou-Uit proper to reverfe the or¬ 
der of 1678, lo far os relate , to impeachments, and next 
day to dilcharge th^^ /-. Lords. If ever there was a 
time dangerous to me lihert^s of this country, it was that 
period. A w^eak and bigr>ted Prince upon the throne, a 
packed and garbledHcuiul of Commons alinoft named by 
the Crown, in conLquenc J. of the violent and arbitrary de¬ 
ft luff ion of the charters o 1 the different corporations, and 
a pe >me broken-hearted ar. alinoft worn down in their re- 
peat^u ftruggles with the ( own, Added to all which, had 
the Houfe of Commons he } differently formed from what it 
was, to proceed with thepr< petition wa> impoflible. Theprin- 
cipal witnefles were^convifA-d of perjury ; yet in fucli a 
time, and in fuch circurniiancCJsJ.even the then Houle of Peers 
was afliamed to declare the 1 Volution of 1673 not to be 
law , on the very day in whi. ( 1 that Minifler of wicked- 
nefs, JefFiies, took his leaf as a F Jr, it was icveifed, without 
putting any declaration in its pl;F r ^ without ennuirv, with¬ 
out examination, without the kn wledge of the Commons, 
and witnout daring to look in tho j?k lcc the very refolutiou 
which wns attempted to be reverfeu r ‘ The proteiV expreffly 
Hating, that it was not even allowed J n be 1 cud, th'Aivh repeat - 
ed,\ called'J*r. 'ht, 3 * r 

Such a piec-clent at fuch a time, anil in^uf eiVlr um- 
ftances was now gravely contended to be fufficient to over¬ 
turn lulled law, deftroy every principle, and trample upen 
the pf ivil< ges of the Commons. But had this cafe been ie- 
gauled and followed ? The very man who made it deferred 
it ? L had ferved his purpnfe and was laid by for ever. Not 
many years afterwards, in 1688-1), Lords Saliflniry and 
Peterborough were impeached: after the diflolution they 
applied to the King’s Pencil to be bailed. Lord Holt was 
then Chief Juflice, a man of as great and rcfpe&able cha¬ 
racter as ever fat upon the Bench, but certainly not remark¬ 
able 
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able for his great jefpeft for the privileges of the tW6 
Houfes of Parliament. He was the friend, and had been 
the council, of Lord Danhy. In his cafe he had had opportu¬ 
nity to confider the nature of impeachments; this very 
queftion muft have been before him, and he could not be 
igiwant of the refutation of 1685, which had liberated his 
client. * Yet neither the Lords applying to be bailed, nor the 
Court in'retafing to bail them, take the leaft notice^of this 
*order. Upoii the authority of the cafe of Lord ‘Stafford* 
which ccTtainlV was not law, if the order of 1685 was fup- 
to have an^opcration, the Chief Juftice and all the 
•Judges refufed toTfc^l them; expreffly grounding their 
judgement and reftingl^ir optnion upon what had been de¬ 
termined at that trial, aSfliaving fettlecf and fixed the law 
upon the point. Had eithil* the Lords themfelves, or their 
Judges, even an idea that th^efolutionfof 1685 had altered 
the law, is it poflible that tlfc/'.i'- have totally for¬ 

gotten in their application to tfc^j Court^/fnd the other totally 
neglefted in their judgement,* a jfolemn determination made 
only four years before, and within the pofitive knowledge 
of both the parties and the [iiddes ? 

Upon the meeting of Farliam* nt thofe Peers applied to the 
Houfe of Peers, who, indeed, id appoint a Committee to 
fcarcli precedents, and did atten pt to involve their cafe with 
this general queftion; but with this quell ion their cafe had 
nothing to do. An aft of general pardon had paffed; a 
queftion was put to the Judg^r whether their cafe fell with¬ 
in it. 1 he Judges were Opinion % that if their offences 
were committed under crltain circumftances, they were 
within the aft, and on a lublquent day they were difeharged. 
It is impollible to read th/proteft, and not to fee that the 
pardon jvas the ground of/he dilcharge. The proteft ftates 
the proceeding to be extyjudicial, and without proper par¬ 
ties, ani^cnnipluins thavthe Commons were not heaul, and 
that even the IJoufe hy not been attended with precedents 
of the clUft of pard^m. Nothing could be more ridiculous 
than iuch a protj^fif the Lords had been difeharged, be- 

_ _ eachment was at an end; to have heard the 

Commons would have been impofiihle; for in that cafe there 
could have been no proceeding in exiftence; to have enquired 
about pardons muft have been idle, becaufe the Lords were 
difeharged upon a fe pa rate and diftinft ground. But had 
the precedent been followed fince? the fame perfon who had 
been impeached as tail of Danby was in 1695, impeached 
as Duke of Leeds; lie lay under this impeachment for five 
years, and through feverai Parliaments ; how did it happen 
that he never claimed the benefit of the refolution of 1685? 
After five years and th.ee di flotations, the Houfe of Lords 

took 
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took up his cafe, hut they did not declare that it had long y 
been at an end; they adted upon it as a pending proceeding, 
and difmifs it y the Commons not profecuting ; this was a diredf 
authority in the prefent cafe. About the fanie period in the 
year 1701, Lord Holt had again occafion to confider the law 
of impeachments, &c. deciding a cafe of Peters and‘Sun¬ 
ning, reported in 12th Mod. Rep. he expreffly decides that 
impeachments upon which fome proceedings had iebn had 9 and 
PaAiu.nctf. diJJohed 9 may be continued in a Jubjtquent Par^ 
liament. A late authority, Mr. Juft ice /oiler, expreffly 
Hates the cafe of Lord Salifbury as beijjg grounded*^**! 
the adt of general pardon, and reafop^Trom it in a manife>\ 
which it is quite impoflibleiie lhy?a have reafoned if he had 
been of opinion fhat his impeajffment had been ended by a 
diffolution. To all thefe aJenorities, parliamentary and 
legal, nothing was to be # oppoifd but the proceedings in 1685. 
Some attempt hfJ k^n.rnff fe to argue fomething from,the 
proteft in the Lori Oxford, in the year 1717, and 

it was faid that it muft h/vt been admitted in the debate 
that diffolution would ahafe an impeachment. He gathered 
no fuch admiffion from thl proteft; it was true that it had 
been afferted by the miiio; ty, who, from their own affer- 
tion, argued that a proroj ation mull abate likewife. The^ 
proteft ftated as a fa6t, ; matter notorioufly untiue, viz.^ 
that diffolution and proro ation equally put an end to judi- ( 
cial, as to legiflative, pro cedings; every one knew that ju¬ 
dicial proceedings in the fl^oufe of Lords abate neither by 
the one nor the other. If a^Lthing to the prelent argument 
was to be drawn from this projeft, it was that both lides ot 
the Houfe were agreed that thl.re was no difference between 
diffolution and prorogation ; afcd if lb, he had a right to ar¬ 
gue from the reafoning in that pkoteft, that as a prorogation 
did not put an end to an impeaennent, fo neither tlid a dil- 
folution. \ 

It had been faid in the debate,Vthat writs of 1 error and 
other judicial proceedings had, till cStf year 1673, conllantly 
abated by a diffolution, and that impeachments muft do fo 
too; but at that very time it was equall^S**!^ ttert-p(oro- ^ 
gation abated-a writ of error; how then came it that irri-”“ 
peachments continued from feffion to feflion ? If, the fait 
were true, it would prove that impeachments did not 
in former times abate where writs oi error did; or if it 
were admitted that the analogy was well founded, it would 
prove that when it came to be held tb.it writs of error did 
not abate by diffolution, it ought equally to have been held 
that impeachments did not abate either. 

But the pofition that writs of error and appeals in ancient 
times abated by a diffolution was not well founded, the older 

of 
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of 1673 was not the refult of the arbitrary will of the Houfe 
of Lords, but the confequence of an inveftigation into what 
was the ancient courfe of proceeding in that Houfe, Who¬ 
ever would look at the cafes quoted in the Report preceding 
the order of 1673, or would examine the numerous cafes to be 
fouiuT in Lord Hale’s book, or the rolls of Parliament, would 
fee that'fhe ancient courfe was to prefent a petition com¬ 
plain ii^^f in erroneous judgement, in confequeg0fe of 
a fcire farias iflued returnable at the next Parliament, 
So far fans the proceeding from.abating, that in the ordinary 
and regular courfe^he party was not compelled to appear 
^Ifhd hear the errors tm H$xt Parliament; and this principle 
was not confined to proceedings ift error aloije, but extended 
itfelf to every judicial proceerfjng before the Houfe of Lords, 
as was proved by a bare infpefiron of, the Report in the year 
5673. 

There was a cafe in Levins’ Re]py* ^.v^he 17th Charles II,, 
where it was expreflly declared, tV-jit writrBf error and fcire 
fac'un thereon did not abate by pfoi igation. About the mid¬ 
dle of the reign of James the Firft' a pra&ice began which 
became much more frequent aboil the time of Charles the 
Second, of making writs of error returnable immediately, 
>jmd making orders of the Houfe o'i Lords for their ’hearing 
] *Vom time to time. Tt was then a jgued, that as thefe writs 
of error, and the appearance of t! fee parties were fupported 
by the orders of the Houfe of Lairds, and as all orders fell 
with a diflolution or prorogation.^! at the writ of error was 
gone. In confequence of this at*afoning, the Courts of Law 
licit! the writ to he abated; hutlffo far were they from making 
any diftin&ion between diflofjtion and prorogation, that, 
upon inveftigation, it would byfound that all the cafes which 
held thefe proceedings abated/f>y a diflolution, were grounded 
upon the cafe of Gonfalove a/nd Heydon, which was the cafe 
of a diflolution. So far tl/*n thefe cafes were an authority 
to prove that there was x\f diftin&ion between prorogation 
and diflolution as to judjaal proceedings. 

When the Houfe oPLords found the courts below proceed- 
hey were driven to inveftigate the fuhjeft, 
e confequence was, the order of 1673; that order, it 
was true, Extended only to prorogation ; but the principle 
extended equally to diflolution, and was accordingly applied 
to that cafe in the year 1678, Thefe orders again brought 
the law back to its ancient principle, and judicial proceedings 
in Parliament have ever fince, as they had done in ancient 
times, continued undifturbed by a diflolution. The court 
in which they are continues the fame, the time of its meet¬ 
ing is fixed to a certain day by a prorogation, to an uncer¬ 
tain one by a diflolution; but the court, the judges, and all 

the 



P After A^fEN^r^itY^ A# 1790, 

the proceedings remain untouched and unaltered. Indeed 
there was no diftin&ion in law between diflolution and pro¬ 
rogation. Lord Coke expreffly fays, that every new feilion 
is a new Parliament; and in this he has been followed with¬ 
out contradi&on or diipute by every lawyer who has fuc- 
ceeded him. So far, therefore, as analogy to other jucjrtrfal 
proceedings in the Houfe of Lords could apply, that-^alogy 
was qlearly in favour of his argument. Theyprt^ent cafe 
had beeTPaftcmpted to be compared to abatements at comufun^ 
Jaw by the death of the King, but in orderto fupport this"" 
reafoning, recourfe mull firft be had toaA&ion, and tljerv 
to an analogy. There was no poffiUJfrfEfcmblance between^ 
the death of the King and the dilKJmon of Parliament; and 
even it there weie, it appeared jprhim unfair to reafon from 
it. Abatement of judicial pnapedings I>y the dernife of the 
Crown were in thei^felves anyulous proceedings; the gene- 
nerd rule was, that tte ^i^f^never died, and from this they 
were,exceptions : arguimnt ought to he drawn from the 

rule and not from the exception. l.,very perfon knew that 
in early times the profits the comts of juilice formed a 
confiderable part of the roVal revenue, to mcrcale this was 
equally the objeft of the K ng and the judges; and the doc¬ 
trine of abatements was encouraged and extended even con¬ 
trary to other principles. But admitting that thefe cafes 
were not anomalous, and tl it fome analogy might be drawn, 
ftill the argument was equally defeftive: the idea upon 
which fmts abated by the \fearh of the King, was a notion 
of perfonal trnft and confute^ granted by the King to par¬ 
ticular judges ; the diilbluiion pf Pailiamcnt, or the calling 
of another, neither gave nor entFufled any perfonal confidence 
whatever, it had been laid thaV Commifiioneis of oyer and 
terminer and the like abated all\by the death of the King, 
and that their proceedings weroat an end by whatever de- 
ftroyed their commiflion : there wVs in thefe cafes, however, 
not only the notion of perfonal confidence from*the per fori 
of the Crown, but alfo the very amhority of the judges 
was conferred, created, and limited by>he com million ltfelf: 

•—there was no analogy between a con;milfiw%^^wfws^ng a 
fpecial authoiity, and a writ calling an exilling inheTSnt 
authority into exercifc. The calling a Parliament conferred 
jno authority, the diifolving it took away none; the rights 
and powers of the peerage exified independent of the Crown 
a.id its powers, and when called into action, naturally re¬ 
turned to their former /late. The calling of a Parliament 
was nothing more than appointing a time for the high Court 
of Peers to meet without having the leall operation upon 
its proceedings. 

Having done with parliamentary authority and legal ana- 

logy, 



k* vmc&dU to wfi^tlie matter flwjr^y upon * m W 
principle* — It wa$ difjfouk t§ belief that to be la* tftftah 
appeared fo totally del!ru£live of the necei&ry powers of the 
Houfe of Commons. Impeachments were of no afe tf they 
might be flopped at the pleafure of the perfon^accufed: they 
*01 c naturally diie&ed againft Mmifteis f and men often m 
the pefleffion of power. Could it be doubted that he who 
had fo ajjwifed the Crown to mifufe its autborrty as to deferve 
^p-frnJeaclJhjent, would hefitate m advifing a 4 d 2 i€tton to 
‘Yave lumfelf ? Would he who had rifked every thing in the 
commifiion of o^ecrime, doubt about the commifiion of a fr< fh 
/ crime, to give hiflrHf fecunty fiom the confequences of his 
former one? There w*;y no penod of an impeachment in 
which it might not be Vpne* the cnmuaal might take the 
chance of an acquittal, ai <] finding that likely to fail him, 
fa\e himftlf by this mode. * • . 

It was faid that he might imr>laied again, at leaft, 
however, the dodhine went tc tnro -jqen his prifon doors 
and put it m his power to elqdd juftice. * Wa, it a thing un¬ 
known in the Hiftory of England, for a Mimfter to fly from 
the vengeance of Parliament? Was 4t nothng tliit the 
means of efcape were put in his;powcr? But luppole he did 
not fly, did he not return to t 4 e new Parliament with the 
fame weapon in his hand to d( cat and elude th£ juflice of 
his country? 

View alfo the fituation cf tlA pnfoner; the doctrine now 
contended foi might, in fome^cafes, be equally luinous to 
him, as deftru&ive of public juftice.* Suppofe the prifonti 
had nearly concluded his dAence, and was likdy to be ac 
quitted, but that his adversaries faw they could convict him 
if they could new mould t^eif cha ge, .and make ufe of the 
knowledge with which r^e defence furmfhed them: what 
was more adverte to th firft pnnuplcsof juflice, and jtt 
what was more poflible* if the do&tlne now attempted to 
be fuppoTed were to beMuccefsful 1 he length of the pie- 
ftnt trial hid been Co nplained of; but that length muft be 
doubled tf it was h^ld that the pioceedings abated, unit fs it 
wa«* ?Ho held that a criminal Was> to efcape meiel\ be^aufe 
it had been found necefiary in the fituation of the countiy 
to diffolve the Parliament, or btcauie a crime h pptned ro 
be committed near the penod when by law it expired. 

Upon the giounds, therefore, of p ultamentary precedent, * 
legal authority, analogy, md confbtutional principle, he 
was cleat ly of opinion that the ftale of the impeachment 
was not altered by the diflblution of Pirliamefit. 

Mr. Chancellor Put obferved, that were he to avail him- Mr Put. 
ftlf of the prelent moment to fiate his opinion, he fhould 
fay, that it was fo clear as not to nuke il fk to have it eti- 
Vor. XXV 111 . • Le tuwd 
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it neceflary to a,* 
nts, from whence an 
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inference qaighj: be drawn* that they had entertained doubt*, 
of the fhghteft probability of wlucn they ought carefully tQ 
avoid the app<jarance. The queftion before the Committee 
Was of fuch magnitude and importance, in Confequence pf 
its relation to a right which Formed fo effential a part of 
their privileges, and involved confiderations fo infinitely 
interwoven with the permanent foundation of ohi^vonftitu- 
tion, that afl rauft be defiioys to have an opportunity to gi * c „ 
it a full and ample, difcuffion. When hefrecolle&ted the 
number 6f g ntlemen who would fpeak up<\{ the fubjeft, and 
who had not yet had an opportunity of being heaid; and 
When it wa* alfo well known *th it t*ofe who were confidered 
as the firft legal authorities in tb* i Houfe meant to deliver 
then fentmrents, he thought t )'% mbft convenient method 
they k 
turec 

of affording thole ^ftiukinei who wiihed to lench tor prece¬ 
dents, time toemluft the r/crffiry documents and compare 
the variety of cafes ftated ly Ins light honourable friend that 
day, w th the hiftory and cu -umftances of the times in which 
they had occurred. W hen hey Jhould come again to the dif- 
cui^on, the honourable gen l-nnn(Mi f rfkme) oppofite to 
him, lie hoped, would alio be able to refume the thread of 
that learned ipeech, which, foi a reafon that they all la* 
mented, had been abmptl) broken off before it wis finfli d; 
and, in every point of view ..the oebate would bcncht by 
the d lay. Mr. Pitt now Aliped an amendment to Mr. 


i lentnirents, he thought V t mbit convenient method 
f could purlue^jOuld be r^adjouin the debate till a fu- 
iday ; they woulujj^ ‘ j?e means, have the advantage 
Affording thole Lfrntlemei who wiflied to ieaich for prcce- 


( queftion, u 1 hit the Clnir- 
e words ic Report progrels, 


Lrfkine’s motion, to ad 1 to th 
<c man do leive the chair,” 
cc and alk leive to lit again ’’ 

®tr.Burke Mr. JButle declined, that he p^Vedtly agieed withj:he right 
honourable gentlem in, and thankoU him rot tin luggeltion. 
bir John §\t John Sntt heoged It ive to \fk the light Iwnourah]? 
gentleman a queftion, rela ive to the woiding of his motion* 
The light honou able gentleman had Mated m it that the im¬ 
peachment wi$ now dt pending, did he mean that it was de¬ 
pending in all its foims or, mother words,'~Tn Jiatu quo* as 
; it depended before the diflblution of the Lift Parliament ? if 
fo, Sir John fa»d, the queftion itemed to him ro be lubftan 
tially different fnm the inert confide! ltion whether the im¬ 
peachment abated, and mull be renovated by a particular 
procefsellewherr, not neceTary to be then defenbod. 
fr.Buike Mr. Butkc remaiked, tint he fhould entertain x very 
greit refpe&ftr every thing which fell from the honourable 
and learned gentleman, ami would chearfulfyMiave given an 
anfwer to the qtrflion lit had before afked to the Time point, 

But 



bat that fee was UttvilUrtA to fcs&*p tfte IfAufe fr tm tfeMat?*- 
faction (feoy moil have fek fioro laying beard the abfy fpeech 
from the honourable and learned gentleman neat him. With 
regard to the word « depending, introduced in the motion, 
he could aflign no other reafon than thtft it was the very 
worduipd in the ftefolution fent up to the Houfe of Lords ni 
the cafe afjthe Earl of Danby, and therefore he thought it 
the^$er word to uie on the piefent occafion. , * 

'“The Majier of the Rolls thought the word u dt pending” Matter of 
wanted feme explanation, and luggefted mlcrting after ir in the Rolls, 
the motion, cc m all the founs in which it extfted to thelaft 
^ u Parliament.” * # 

Mr. Fov contended, tlV the explanation fugg fled by the Mr. Fo«.< 
Milder of the Rolls wouldf i great deal failherthan ap¬ 
peared to he propel, whercu. the woid ^depending” was ftif- 
ficient to denote th a ir fenfe oi heir ow \ rights, and it would 
be for the Houfe of Louis to pui u i/'dru&ion upon it. 

Mr. Butke ohlerved, that c^nhden g this was thefiift ftep Mf,Burk$ 
the Houfe of Commons was about to take m defence of their 
privileges, the word “ dtpending” was lufficient for them to 
ufe at prelent, not thinking they were ripe enough to go far¬ 
ther as yet; hut that il he were afktd what he meant, he had 
no fcruple to declare, th it his nv ailing was that tlfe impeach¬ 
ment was in ftutu qtto> lor tint, he believed, was the pioper 
phrafe. When they InJ caifed up the queftion to the 
Lords, fuppofing that tin majrhity of that H< u r e fhoutd 
agiee to vote it, the next Hop the Ho We would has e to t ike, 
mulf depend altogether on the c<>ndu <3 of their 1 ordflnps. 

1 he quellion u is put, in 1cm ltd. 

1 he Houfe adjourned. 

Med t[da , 2 id Dumber* 

• 

When tI»eordci of thediy tor tht firther confideration of 
the datetn wHch tht imptichmentof W arien Ilafhngs bfq. 
ftood at the d Solution of tin lid Pail lament, h tl been rtad, 
and bir Veter burrell had taken his fear at the ta le, 

Mi Eyjkme rofe to refume his argument, interrupted by Mr. 
hl^ illnels on Friday. t E Ikine. 

He (ml, the courft nnd nirn which the debate had tnlen 
fince he had the honour iiift to addrels the Houle, give ad¬ 
ditional force to llis motion for ihe fi irch of authoiiues ap¬ 
plicable to tht fubjeff. If tl e Houfe had conli h red th mat¬ 
ter is i mere question of privilege, o» of e\ itditncy, to be 
decided by then own wil 1 , aild not by any t ule of law, and 
unon that footing had coofidered it, as not depending at all 
upm any jidgemtnts of the Houle of Loi ds,fuch a courfe 
ot pioceedmg, howesei unprop r, vutuld have been, at leaf!;, 
an anlwer to his motion. But when from the higheft au- 
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* and, records Bid been retorted to, but ,even common fow 
judgements bad been appealed to, with which it could not be 
fuppofed,the Houjfc in general, were in any degree poffefled 
of. It was an admxffion that by fuch cr iter ions the qutflion 
was to be judged, arid rendered the colle&ion of them 
ConfiSfent not only with reafon, hut with the coiji'i*^ prac¬ 
tice onfefrfT Koufes of Parliament, even on fubjefls'of ’!?&. 
novelty and importance. 

« 4 The right honourable gentleman (the Speaker) had admit¬ 
ted that there was no precedent to be found previous to 1678, 
of an impeachment having fbrvive^.a diffolution, and there¬ 
fore not being ablAo eftablifli th»t older, on the diredl cuf* 
tom of Parliament, he had had iccourfe to the different pre¬ 
cedents, which weiv cofle£te<^by the Committee in 1673, 
when the qur(Hon r coH^ping r writs of error was before the 
Houfe. Hut, befidesf" that none of thefe precedents related 
to impeachments by the Common, all of them that were 
criminal proceedings, and not mere writs of error, were 
criminal appeals, dire£tJy contrary to Magna Charta, and 
the ancient, ftatutes, perfiftedin, eve 1 after the ftatute ill of 
Henry the Fourth, chapter the 14th, and finally declared 
by the Lords, on reference to all the Judges, to be contrary 
to law, in Lord uiifioi’s charge of Loid Ciaiendon. 

Such precedents, rherefpre. even if applicable, could be 
no legal foundation for rbe^horr-lived order of 1,678. He 
had to remark too, fiiat in tbo(e cafes, the Lords had given 
a day to ftic parti'in the fucceeding Parliamc n. which 
they had omitted *.1 the prefentfinllance, even if they had the 
power to hav" given «»ne; hy w;,uh, according to all au¬ 
thorities, there was an incurable ch iftn in the proceedings. 
The party was, without day, in'Courr, and h*s bSil finally 
difeharged from their ^cognizance". which went only to 
have , him before that Parliament ; he laid, therefore, that 
Mr. Haftmgs was not l>o md toapnenr. nor had the Loris 
any procefs, that he knew of, to enforce his appearance.-—At 
all events none to continue the proceedings, which were dif- 
continued by no day l)avin^ been g»ven.—For this he refer¬ 
red to Hawkins's pleat of the Crown, t tie, ^Difcontinuancfej” 
where all the authorities were collected. 

,He now proceeded fopur r ue the precedents. 
w That of 1673, founded too on the anomalous and illegal 
proceedings alluded *o 9 declared only that writs of error 
continued from ft:Tion to ieffion, and nothing farther was 
done on the fubjedl till 1678, when the Parliament was dif- 
folved fuhfequent to the iinprifonment of the Popilh Lords, 
under the pretended plot. The nation, at that time, was 

wrought 
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wrought up to a pitch of phr^flpjr caneerwtog Popery^d op«* * 

on that fubjetfy mSther the voice of restfim nor hw e$uld be 
heard. The Lord* and Comntons, the accusers and judges 
of the Lords m the Tower, jointly examined Oates, and f 
cjime to a refolution of the extftence of the plot, on the foie 
evidence of the perfon who could rue it no exiftence but bjr 
his charge on the prifoners, who were afterwaids t be tried 
before tboTeers. He ftated this faft to fhew th* reorder 
•»*;J irregularity Mat prevailed throughout this particular 
proceeding. 

On the 12th of March, 1678, to give colour to the continu- * 
ance of the impeachments, which by no refolution before that 
t?me had been voted to have continuance, it was moved to de¬ 
clare, that writs oferroi, which bv the refolution in 67 $ had 
been declared to continue from teflion to feffion, continued 
from Parliament to Parliament; and ^Committee was ap¬ 
pointed to fearch precedents. Tlw was evidently to give 
colour to what followed : for only two days after, viz. on 
the 17th of the fame March, •without doing any thing on the 
firft order, it was added as an inftrudhon to the Committee 
to enquire alfo into the ftate of the impeachments brought up 
in the laft Parliament; and in two days afterwards, report 
was made to ihe Houfe, that ec on perufa of tfa jqprnal of the 
2()th of Alarch 1 673,” which, as had been fK vn, applied 
only to the continuance ot nuts ofenor from fefiicn to fef- 
fion, and with n fearch of any otb r autl onty, or ftate- 
ment 01 a one pnnciple, they iep6rted t ut the ftate of 
th^ im acbments brought up*n the Former Parliament was 
not dte** d, md the Louis agreeing With this report, made 
the orck 1 of lb 8. 

TI 'so.iVr therefore was eftablifhed upon no antecedent 
enftom of Prrlnm 11% but flood on a mofl ftiained and foiced 
anxlo s * writ*' of uk i, which wnts of error it was noto- 
rioi s liefer dM continue fiom Paihament to Pailiainent, till 
the exiftence oi the order in qutftion, a-, appeared by the au- 
tliOiity cf Lord 1 T 1<, ?nd Loid Coke, and a dtcifion of all 
the Judges. Temp. Chirks 1 . 

I o fliew tha* tins nos el ordei w as made on the fpur of the 
occafion, Mr F^fkmc piocfededto fliew the immediate and 
birbarfous ufe which wus m»deof it on the tnal and execu¬ 
tion ot Vifcount htafford. I oid Nottmnlum, whofe au¬ 
thority had been cited for the rmitmuaiKe of impeachments, 
was Speaker of the I ords c n tb \t trial, and kind! V conimted 
that Lord Stafford flioull have counfel, provided they did 
not ftand near enough topiompt lain, and the aged and in¬ 
firm prifmer was retufed the light ofaigumg theqqeflion, 
whether his impeachment lnd not abated. Perhaps, how¬ 
ever, the managers oi that day wee right, when they ob- 
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the orde^of 'ifqjdi v bw for that very reafoh, if a gpod one, 
the argument rio# turned the other way, fincte the reW&l 
that order of 1678, by that of 1685. He then ftatedthat 
jrfcverfitig order, and the language of it was to be attended to. 
If was not a resolution either in the abftraft, Or in^a parti¬ 
cular inftarice, that impeachments abated by the diflblutibn 
of Pn<imu?nt; leaving the order of 1678 ft ill ftao<ftbg^an 
cxifting resolution, which might have left future times to 
, cite one judgement againft the other, as they happened to be 
moft confonant to the opinions of thofe who adopted the 
oee or the other in argument. No, the order of 1685 en - - 
tireiy cut down ai\d annihilated the former ; the words of it 


were, 

“ Refolved, that the srder of the ic>th of March, 167*, 
a fhallbe rcverfe(J Iv^d annulkd as to impeachments.” 

If the Lords had jimftlidfton to make the order of 1678, 
they had furely jurifduStion to unmake it; as the firft flood on 
no antecedent cuftom or rule of praftice; and therefore while 
the order of 1685 remained inexiftence, the matter was not 
debateable, and the Lords (let the Commons vote what they 
might) could not, without an adl of violence and caprice re- 
fufe the benefit of it to any man Handing before them in 
judgement. The queftion, therefore, was, whether the order 
of 1685 was in force? As to that, he faid, it ftood to this 
hour on the Lords’ journals from the time it paifed, and no 
impeachment had continued from Parliament to Parliament. 
Perfons impeached, had, as*would appear, been difcharged 
from imprifonmrnt on the footing of its exiftence, and un¬ 
der its direct authority ; and the Commons, neither when it 
was pafled, nor fubfequently a£ltd upon, had ever made the 
fmalleft objection of any invafion of their privileges, or in- 
vafion of the law. 


Before he left the order of 1685, he took notice of Lord 
Anglefea’s proteft againft it, Hating, among other reafons* 
that it repealed the order of 1678, which was agreeable to 
the praflice of all former times. Mr. Krfkine faid, the af- 
fertion was as indecent in Lord Anglefea, as it w T as falfe; fir 
that it appeared from the Commons’journals, that this.veiy 
Lord Anglefea, who was Manager for the Lords in 1678, 
,4,oJd the Commons at the conference in the Painted Cham- 
heggjhat in the continuance of the impeachments, the Com¬ 
mons had gained a great print, which though.not admitted 
by the Commons, 1 (hewed the fenfe of this protefting Lord 
upon the fubjeft. From one pair, however, of Lord An-- 
gltfea\ proteft, a good principle might be collected; for he 
that the Lords, as a Court of Law, ought to abide by 

rule, 



rule, that the fi*bj$<a might 4^#w how apply for 
His argument was good, but his fa£ta agamJthim. 

Having difcuffed thefe two precedents of 1678, and 1685, 
he foul that the true way of fettling their authorities, was to 
examine what was done by the Lords thuufelves, and how 
they regarded them, the nrft fubfequent time that the point 
occurred; und, alfo to objuie how tie Commons bibavedon the 
fame oceo/to \ # 

Tb* 4 jext pieccdent then was of the Lords Sal n ury amt 
I cterborough, who were impeached of high treafon in 1689. 
Parliament was diiiolved m the beginning of 1569, and a 
new one met m the fime \e r. Til 1690 thefe Lords peli- 
na me d to be dilchargcd from thgir impriionment, ftatmg the 
diftblution of the Pailiament, and alio a f*?e and gent ral par¬ 
don. The opetatiri of the pardon was refeired to tlie 
Judge*:, and on then anfwer, the # queftion bung put for 
their difchirge fiom impnfonment, it 4 >af8 d m the negative; 
and being thui admitted to bill, they lemained fubjedt to 
tht impeachment, till ihev weje cJjlLhugcd wholly upon the 
featch of pn cedents, *nd on the order of 1685. 1 his would 

be evident to whoever would look it the journals, though it 
was note if \ to (hew ir 10 two hundred perfons, who had not 
the precedents, and who refuted to look at them. 

After the nnfw rot the Judge 0 , the matter ot pardon was 
never difeuiled again ; but the Lords affi nhled on tlie general 
qutftion of tl c coniinu met of impeachir nts; a Committee 
1 a\ ng before been lppcintid to (larch p»c.ccdeuts ou the 
iubjetS. 9 • 

It appeared by tin Lords’journal* of the 30th of March, 
i r oo, tint the committee on thit dn, reported, “That 
“ 4.1c) hid examined the journiLofthc Houf°,fiom tbnrbe- 
iC ginning 111 the 12th of Henry \ II. and ill the precedents 
iC of impediments finee that time, which weie in a lift m 
“ the luntls of the cltil, a»i 1 alfo -ill the pn-coduits luought 
“ by Mi. # Pctyt from the lower, among all which none 
iC were found to continue from one Pathmiant to another, 
“ except tlie Lords who were lately fo long in the Tower,” 
alluding to the Popifh Louis who were kept theie, under the 
or ltr ot 1678, and aftcrwaids ditch *rged under the order of 
1685, which annulled it. It wis upen this icport, and not 
on the footing of pat don, that Loid* ** alilbury and Peterbo¬ 
rough wc ic difclmged T lie entry mocked all argument, it 
was only ncaffaiy to read it. I he woids weie, 

“ After conlidcritiun of which lepo-r, and reading the 
€t orders made the igth of March, 1678, and the 2 2d of 
4C May, J685, concerning impeachments, and long dc- 
“ hate thereon, it was xefolved that Lords Salifbuiy and 
, “ Peterborough 



* to Peterborough should be difcharged from their balland 
they were difchargetl accordingly. 

What farther mewed that the pardon was no ingredient m 
the dilcharge, if the ftate of the proceeding were not m it- 
fclf concluhve, was, that the pardon could not have dcftroy- 
ed the impeachment, even fuppofing the parties to be mtitled 
to it; but muft have been pleaded before the Lords w bar to 
it, and^n which the Commons, according to evdy^rule of 
law, as well as the inoft inveterate cuftom and priviIqJiMn 
impeachments, mull have been heard. 

Nothing remained to be faid on that cafe but the conduct 
ofthe Commons. Their impeachment was put an end to, 
and the prifoner difcbargecl without ronfent, meflage/'or’ 
communication; dnd by a duedl affirmance of the order of 
1685, made on the face of the Lords’ Journals; yet no re» 
folution was come ^.o in "this place, nor any objtQion taken 
by any body, though* this happened when the Commons 
were in high ftrength, arul in the very day-fprmg of the re¬ 
volution. ' 

Before le mg this precedent, Mi. Fi fkine Rated an addition¬ 
al proof, that the Lords a£fed on the older of 1685; for that it 
would appear, and which he did not know lmnltlf till aft< 1 
coming down to the Houle, though he h ullearcbed, as he 
thought, diligently, ahd which was an ldditional reafon for de- 
liberition on fuch \ complicated iubjefi, that a Committee to 
feirch precedents had been at the fame time appointed, on 
the motion of other ptrfons impeached, uul who were alio 
difeharged foon after, and on the peetde ntol Louis Sallfbury 
and Peterborough. 

This was the cafe of Sir Adam Blur, Mole, (nay, and 
Elliott, who had been lmjcached .bout the lame time with 
the two Loidw A Comimttte w is appointed to fetich pre¬ 
cedents, on their application to the Houle of I ordlf; and af¬ 
ter continuing on bail, till after thedifeharge of Lords Sa¬ 
llfbury ind Peterborough, they wert al r o libeiated wiLhout 
communication with the Commons, and without any fubfe- 
quent ob)e<9:ion or dilTiusf idlion; though all thefe pioceed- 
mgs were of the moll public notoriety, and could not be un¬ 
known to the Houfe of Commons of that day. 

^ 1 he Duke of Leeds’cafe in 1701, which followed next m 

* order, and which hidbt n rdiul on as in fivoui of the con¬ 
tinuance, he laid he thought mulcquiu, the other way. Af¬ 
ter the at tides had been brought up, and towards the dole 
of the fame Parliament, the Lords had, by meflag-, remind¬ 
ed the Commons of their impeachment, and told them the 
feffion was drawing to its dole Soon after the Parliament 
wns diffolvcd, and on the meeting of the new one, the Lords, 
without any new mefEige to the Commons, dihmffed the ar¬ 
ticles, 
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tides,'^entering on their journals, That in the former Parlia¬ 
ment the Duke of Leeds had been impeached, articles brought 
up, and anfwer put in; but that the Commons not piofecut- 
ing, he was dilcharged. This failure of profecution muft 
have applied the expired Parliament; for if the impeach¬ 
ment had continued to the new one, a new meiTage Ibould 
have been fent, before the articles were difmifled for want of 
profecution, accoiding to a piivilege always infilled, by the 
Commons, that the L crds, on an impeachment, can take no 
flep, hut* in their prefence. The difeharge was clearly, 
theieforc, betsole the jurildiflicn of the Lords was at an end, 
jinft not an act ot Judicatuie on a fubfifting impeachment, 
as tlie Conu^ions never m.idt any complaint, as they did 
when LoidSomejs was acquitted in theTr abience. 

1 ie then took notice of the cafes of Lords Somers, Oxford, 
and Halifax, where the entries were IJnuiar to that of the 
Duke of Deeds, and open to the fame obfervation, and then 
c.uik* to the lull and only iemuiuiug piece dent, of the Earl of 
Oxford, in 1717. • w 

That pioccdtnt, he laid, eflnblifhcd, hevonJ all quefiion, 
what effeft a d'ltdution was then fuppofed to have on an 
impeachment; for if it had then been doubted, much more 
if it had been denied, that a diffuhmon would del^ioy an im¬ 
peachment, it was extravagant to believe that Lord Oxford 
could have been udvifed to build a petition Vo be dilcharged, on 
tlie intervention of a prorogation only, even if a diflblution 
bad been taken to be iueiTcdual; and ftiil more improbable 
that the Lords would have ferioully enteriained it, and iearch- 
evl for pica dents 0:1 the fubjcvL It was true, that it was 
decided that the intervening prorogation had not terminated 
tWat impeachment, but the language of the Lords who pro-j 
tefled again ft the decifion, demonlt rated that there was hut 
one opnfion concerning the effect of a diflblution ? for if the 
Lords who voted again ft the efiecl of the prorogation, had 
built their opinion on the denial alfo of the efFetfl of a diflb¬ 
lution, the pi otefting Lords mud have feen that the vote had 
been given on the reverfal of the order of 1685 5 whereas they 
fay, that as they, in oppofltion to the cither part of the. 
TIoufe, could fee no difference between a prorogation and 
diflblution, they were afraid that the vote would Hend to 
weaken the ordor of il>85 > :i language perfectly abfurd, if they 
had conceived that the vote had been grounded on a reverfal 
of it. The language of the Proteft was therefore plainly this, 

“ We are all agreed about the effect of a diflblution, which 
“ is the fettled practice ; hut this vote againft the effect of a 
“ prorogation, which we cannot diflinguifh from a diflblu* 

“ tipu^ anay bring even that point into doubt, which was 
** not meant to be quc^lio^ed/ , 
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*beea ^^particularly the cafe in Cart hew* where* 
Lord Holt ifra*Tuppofed to have decided that impeachments 
^verenot abated by diffolution. That cafe, befaid, was an 
application J>y LordSalilbury to the King’s l>nch to be halie<f r ^ 
befbre die Parliament met; and that J»e was properly told 
by the'King’s Bench, that hting impeached of t^eafon, he 
was noft^nthin the a6l of Habeas Corpus, and therefore : not 
b*mg, dejnn, bailable, the reft was, of ctnirfe, matter ot 
diferetion. J he Court, indeed, then took notice tha” com¬ 
mitments of the Lords continued, notwithstanding a diflblu- 
tion of the Parliament. But the cafe cited for' that 
tine was Lord Stafford’s, whifti was while the order in 1678 
remained in force, which beat down all fubordinnte or colla¬ 
teral opinions; andbefide^ that, the Houfe of Lords, which 
alone had iurifdiftLjh to decide upon the exiftence of the 
articles, made the aecifion, on the meeting of the Parliament, 
in the very inftance of Lferd Salilbury, and without a mur¬ 
mur from the Commons, \nJily discharged that very im- 
peachment which liad been the lubjeft of L'rd Salisbury’s 
application fo Lord Chief Juftice holt. Lord Chief Juftice 
Holt’s opinion, therefore, on a collateral point too, ami 
where the Ring’s Bench had no jurifd.flion, could never be 
oppofed to the judgement of the Houfe cf Lord', which had 
jurifdi&ion, and which decided the very point in the veiy 
inllance for which Lord Holt’s opinion was cited. He refted, 
therefore, his argument on the principles be let out with; 
the judgements of the Court* competent to decide, ami an 
acquiefcing Legillature; nay, what was ft ronger than both, 
acquiefcing accufers: for, be Tides that it h.ul been admitted 
that no impeachments before 1678 appeared to have been 
continued from Parliament to*Parliament, the cafe of the 
Duke of Buckingham, in the time of Charles tfie Firft, 
llrewed thefenfe of the Commons themfelves on that fubjefL 
They had impeached the Duke, who had become univcrfally 
odious; apprehending the lofs’ of their proceedings by di Ab¬ 
lution* they had fenta remonftrance to the King on the fub- 
jeft ; but the Parliament was, neverthelefs diffolved. The 
new one met equally revengeful again 11 Buckingham ; yet 
inftead cf go ; ng on with the impeachment, they addreffed 
the King to remove him from his councils? on the imputation 
pjtff the crimes charged by the form* r articles; hut the im¬ 
peachment was never mentioned again, not eygjjj^n the de¬ 
bate. He faid that it was worth obferving, tOo,‘*that Lord 
Chief Juftice Coke fat in that Parliament, who had been re¬ 
moved from his feat in theKing’s Bench by Buckingham, and 
’• who had alfo made him Sheriff, to prevent his return to Par¬ 
liament ; yet it never occurred to that grtfat lawyer* with all 
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his refentments about bfta, to *onfi4sf the ptofitt&fefe is 
cxifting. 

Mr. Erlkine having finifhed the ftatement of the prece¬ 
dents, remarked, that they all went to the utter exthi&ion 
even of the articles in the Lords’ Houfe, by thedtflblution of 
Tarliament, without the right of proceeding, even de novo , 
on the tiial; foi tliat in every one of the precedents, the ar¬ 
ticles hafr been only cariied up, and no pioceedings jjad been 
had in the original Pailiament which had received tnerti: and 
even the folitaiy oidei of 1678 had not declared that an im¬ 
peachment, in part proceeded upon, remained m Jlatu qt 0, to 
hetpken up again without a re-commencement of trial; fo far 
"ffom it, tliat it appeared to bo worded to repel futh a con- 
clufion. 1 or though, m the very famdorder, the Lordshad 
declaied, in the jbftia( 9 -, that writs of enor, on which no 
trial could exiA at all, to be broken divided, continued 
from Parliament to Parliament; vet, u^the next line, when 
they camt to impeathnv nts, thcyiludioufly changed the ftile, 
and mltendof dcelating genera lljft hat impeachmentsalfo con¬ 
tinued from Pailiament to Parliament, they only refolved that 
the diflblution did not altei the ftate of thofe impeachments 
hioughr up in the ; it ceding Parliament; a declaration which, 
as no trial had begun on them, could not he bio^ght to bear 
upon the ptefent impeachment. Leaving, therefore, the 
qutflion of the total abatement to reft, for theprefent, upon 
the authonty cf the piecedcnts only, though they might, in 
Ins judgement, he foitificd by lohd pnnciples of law, a 
much gieatei cjuefuon Jay behind, # whith the lefoluticn, 
though its meaning was avowed by its fupporteis, did not 
d'flmdl^ t\\ ie(s, Vi/ W hethcr fupprfmg the articles them- 
Clves did flill remain of recc 1 * untouched by the dilToIution, 
if ep utnitngs upon tint* txifted in Jlaiu quo ? a pofition not 
only without lupport fiom any one precedent, but he thought 
iqugnant to fvuy puncipk of Englifli juftice. 1 he paiti- 
(ulai continence or 'iiconvenience of Mi. HaAmgs, as to 
ilus pjiticul.u tual, had nothing to do with the argument* 
He would examine it a& it mufl aftedl the Public, and futui^ 

He Cud, th;n mi order, indeed, to deede upoh both thv- 
qu(Aiofc«s 1. p. either upon the exiftmc* of the impeachment 
at all .drer a diflolution, or its exiflence m fiaiu quo y if it 
Aill it named, the pnnciples of F nglifli criminal Jaw, and 
tit mb (f ciimmal tual in other cafes, fhould he conit- 
dtied ; htcauie the conihtution, in pejrtutting the exiflerce 
t f a Cc mt frf In peachment, as a Cnnunal 

foi ligh ai u eytiar idinary occaiici^wwculd nevet» 
tci dul tl> it it fliould bimg laws 

ly an avowed depailuie from/tHarprinciples, dr wprive the 

Tf 2 • fubje&s 



applicable to/iettfry plher occaiion. 

. 5 The following are the fieri outlines of thh part of the argu - 
' meni*—JAo admitted that the nature of the trial by impeach¬ 
ment deprived tire accufed of many advantages which the 
law had provided for the fafety of accufed perfons in all other 
cafes; and that therefore the reafonings from other proceed¬ 
ings lnrguld not clofely apply; but that in the abfence of pre¬ 
cedents,^* thought that the univerfal fecurities and func¬ 
tions of juftice ought not to be farther violated, than necef- 
farily and unavoidably flowed from the very frame and con- 
llitution of the Court; and that in confidering whether the 
impeachment at all continued, or if continuing, could go on* 
in an uninterrupted courfe, the Houfe ouglit eternally to 
keep in view the general principles of Englilh criminal law 
and juftice, and to i;jply them as far as precedent and found 
analogy would fupfSort the application. He faid he would 
bring in review befoie tlje Houfe, the anxious fo icitude of 
the conftitution, which ww but another name for the law, 
to protefl perfons accufed Tium all vexation and oppreffion. 
The provifions which he would enumerate, and which his 
whole life wasfpent in feeing carried into daily effect, confti- 
tuted the gjreat chara&eriftic of Englifh liberty, eftablilhed for 
ages, and which other nations were now ftruggling, through 
blood and confufion, to obtain. It would be found, he was 
afraid, that an impeachment continuing, as was propofed, and 
infilled on, violated them all. 

The firft fecurity* was, that perfons accufed fhould be 
brought to a fpeedy, or rather an immediate trial, to avoid 
long imprifonmenr, and the anxious miferies of a doubtful 
condition. 

This was amply provided for by the a£l of Habeas Corpus, 
which enabled a perfon arrefled to call upon his accufer to 
bring forward his indiflment the firft feffion after his imprj- 
1 fonment, and to try him on it at the next; on failure of 
which, he was, in the firft inftance, entitled fo bail, and in 
the laft, to a final difcharge from thd accufation. 

He faid, that if fome limitation had not applied to an im¬ 
peachment, by- its being a proceeding confined to a Parlia¬ 
ment, it appeared ftrangethat the provifions of that fecond 
Magna Charta had not been extended to that cafe, *or at leaft 

t fome convenient limitation enadled, confiftent with that fpe- 
cies of proceeding; for ifi impeachments might continue be- 
< yond one Parliament, they might continue for life, and ope¬ 
rate to perpetual^iniiJ^lbiiment; and the liberty of the fubje£t 
> longer dep&k.pn the law, but on the will of one 

‘ 'Mqdfi wfhe Legiflattftfc * 
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The next great feo&rity wag, that the perfont ppomted tb 
try, were to be purged from all brafs and prejudice, by the 
challenges of the prifoner. 

It was true, that the conftitution of the Court where the 
Judges fat by inheritance, or creation of the Crown to a cer¬ 
tain degree, culled this great privilege; but in one Parlia¬ 
ment, or m the courfe of trials in general, its operation m 
fo hige ifbody could not be very dangerous. But if ff could 
continue from Parliament to Parliament, Without limitation, 
the party impt ached might come at laft to be judged by Gran¬ 
gers to his impeachment, and what was worfe, even bv his 
very leaders; who, coming up fioirt the other Houfe bv 
^lurcdlion and creation, wouldtjudge upon property and life, 
on their own accufation ; yet without thepoflibility of chal¬ 
lenge or objection from the accufed. The law of England 
could ne\ei mean to fubjedl any of its^Jibjefls to fuch a hor¬ 
rible mtjuifition. 

If, at the time of the Union, jfic Legiflature had thought 
that an impeachei^l^ had fuch continuance, it 

itemed real unable to fuppofkjjfat aclaufe of difcjualification 
wcoll have been prevent the Peers of Scot¬ 

land from fitting a^fudges on tnals, the firft parts of which 
they by no poflibility cObitl have heard* # 

1 he lift great rule of Lriglilh trial was, that the trial, 
once bfgun, fhou'd go on without alteration or ftpjration, 
to prevent impreflions from an) fotice but the evidence; 
that the tvidence fnould be given by the witneffes in pretence 
of the piobcutor, the prifonor, and "the Court; and that 
the verdidt fliould be given on the rtccnt view and recollec¬ 
tion of it. 

Heie iguin, the fnme and conftitution of the Court of 
Impediment, to a ceilain extent, depnved the fubje£l of 
thcle \ ifuable pnvilcges But ftill, confidenng it as a ti * * 
in o ic Pa l amenti the evil, though to be lamented, had its 
1 m ts. The profecutois were the fame; the Court ren r ly 
fo, and the evidence might, duimg adjournment, or oven 
pioiogition, he, wrh the aid 5 f notes, lecollefled. But 
vvl n v is the cafe w* en tlu Parliament was diffolved * It 
coi M i ot be laid that the pendency of an impeachment de¬ 
prived the people of the free choice of their reprefentamrs; 
not cue Member, therefore, of the former Pailiament mi ^ht 
nurn, hy eleflion, to the new one. IIow, then, was fuch 
new Honfeof Commons to pi octal * 

i uppofe the t< rmtr Pnihnmrnt to have been diflolved jufl 
when the accuitd had made his defence, nod that while the 
evidence on which his accufation rolled w is f»elh in his own 
memory, and prdent t j the r^colle&ioa of the Managers and 

the 
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the Lclrds, hft had refted his whotedffence on obfervations 
on that evidence without calling withdfes; appealing to the 
honour of the Managers for the truth of them, as well as to 
the juftice of the Houfe. Suppofe, when he had thus finifhed, 
and had imprefled even the Commons themfelves with his 
innocence, the Parliament had been diffolved; how, he faid/ 
could fuch a trial proceed in JlatuquoP Were the new Com¬ 
mons to reply to the prifoner, whole defence they had never 
heard T or was the prifoner to make it over again, when the 
foundation of it was forgotten, in order that the new Com¬ 
mons might hear it ? And fuppofing he could do it, it would 
ftill be obfervations on evidence which theManagers had never 
feen, and of which there was no record, and which, even if re¬ 
corded, would he Written evidence, contrary to the genius of 
Lnglifh law. Suppofe even an intervalof years toexift, which 
might often happen^between the giving of the evidence by 
the witneffes in on& Parliament, and the hour of deliberation 
and judgement in the riexlK; and in a cafe, too, where a judge¬ 
ment of guilt or innocenceVniffht absolutely depend upon the 
‘ mod accurate recolle&ion Aj*the proofs; in what fituation 
would the Lords and Commons upon fuch an occafion ? 
The Lords who had fat from the beginning of the trial, mull 
judge wholly from the unjudicial notes of a fleepy clerk, and 
with but a feeble recoiled ion of the oral teftimony ; and the 
new Lords, open to no challenge, could judge from no 
other poffible lource, never having even feen the witneffes 
who delivered it. And in the fame blind manner nuift the 
Commons demand juGgemcnt againft a pi rIon whom the old 
Commons, who had heard the evidence, might have acquit¬ 
ted. He faid, by fuch rules of trial, he would not deftroy 
the life of a fparrow, or even pluck a feather out of his u ing. 
He fhould be glad to hear what the Judges, as well as the 
Lord®, would lay to the cafe of a Peer, indidled fen" murder 
in the King’s Bench, and whofe mdiftment was brought up 
by Certiorari for trial, as it mu ft be, into the Lords’ Houfe : 
if, pending fuch atrial, and when the mod important witnefs 
was under crofs examination, the Parliament were diffolved, 
would the witnefs befet up again, a twelvemorv.h afterwards, 
to go on with what he had been faying the year before? or 
would the trial begin de novo f He would reft this part of 
jiis argument bn the an fiver which the L^rds and Judges 
w r ould give to that judicial queftion, where the Commons 
could have no pretence of privilege; and if it were anfwered, 
that the trial fhould l>egin de novo , he wifhed to know upon 
what principles a Commoner fhould be expofed to dangers 
on an impeachment, which could not belong to a Peer, on 
an indi&ment for the higheft crimes ? 
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Mr.Erlkine, in thejai 

tion of the trial by diffolution,* at . 

which it might be fd interrupted, a v nd endeavouredfto fhew 
the injuftice that might flow from each inftafice. He faid, 

"“^‘{Vifion ofa 


that the cJofeft analogies of law condemned tji| 
trial; for that before the flatute of Edward the^-l%y ,when 4 
the Kirtg jlied during a trial by indidlmcnr, con¬ 
viction, no judgement could be given on the 

proceedings fell to the ground, and the party plead* 

de novo on the indictment, Hill remaining of ms&f*. 
th is he cited Lord Coke’s Reports. 

'M*r. Erlkine concluded thefe and other obfcV 
faying, that in the lapfe of fevBn centurigs, no < 
in any Court had ever been intei rupted, and taken up'^jyg'ajjt, 
in fain quo ; nor had any one impe^chmgnt ever been foc6fi-‘ 
tiuued from one Parliament to anotheritor before the hour 
in which he was fpeaking, had fuch a pofition been ever 
hinted at by any hiftorian, or afford by any man living, in 
or out of Parliament. Upon*ay thefe obfervations, be de¬ 
fin'd, however, to build bu^rfre concluiion, which he hoped 
would not be thoujj^iiftffoueit or affuming by the Houfe. 

He did not defifE to make them a foundation for negativing 
the rcfolutinn, but orily offered'them to {hew that $he fubjeCt 
was as doubtful asMt was momentous. He fliould 4 )o 4 ji>rry to 
he driven to give his opinion upon it, before" helf&lt farther 
confidered it ; though if he was, he mi^l folios^ the beft 
light he had on the fubjedt—That to cjJ>fain a ftw days for 
fuch deliberation, both for hiirffelf and for tffe^Houfe, was 
tiie fingle objeft of all he lrad faid. ' r 

He concluded with ohferving, that if the Houfe fell in 
with his proportion, and the refolution was afterwards voted, 
it would carry with it all the additional weight which the 
interval of deliberation would carry in public opinion; whereas 
If it was precipitately brought to a concluiion, though the 
firft glare of the triumph of privilege might give it eclat and 
popularity, it would not carry the fame weight, when the 
eye of Hiltory, in future times, came to be turned upon their • 
journals. He then moved, “ That Sir Peter Burrell might 

leave the chair, report prog refs, &c. &c.” 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt now role, and requelled the atten- Mr. Pitt, 
tion of the Committee in this early ftage of the prefent 
important difeuffion, while he fubmitted to their confidera- 
tion his folemn and deliberate opinion upon the queftion at 
iflue; the decifion of which involved in it confulerations of 
the firft magnitude; the rights and privileges of Pailiament 
were concerned, which mull remain ever inviolably facred; 
or our valuable and excellent conllitution were fubverted 
and deftroyed. Notwithftanding fuch difplay of ability, 

learning, 





learning, on tfie$arfco£ the honourable gen¬ 

tleman >opp6fite to him, (Mr. Erlkine?) whofe arguments, 
however ingenioufly and forcibly urg&d, did not imprefs his 
mind with that conviSion which 4 ffe< 3 ed any change in his 
fentiments upon the point in queltion. Precedents had 
bean confuhed, with the laborious induftry, no doubt, of 
many months invdligation, by leveral honourable and learned 
gentl^jnfm; but thofe adduced, upon the prefent occasion, 
in favour of impeachments abating upon a diflblution of Par¬ 
liament, were in number fo few, ar.d of fuch queftionable 
authority, in bis opinion, as clcarlv to evince the imbecility. 
of the cauie, without the moft diflant reflect ion upoft the 
abilities of the learned advoaates who fupported it. After 
the mdflt diligent and accurate inveftigation in his power of 
the fuhjeft under difeufiion, after deliberating for a length of 
time upon almoft e^ry pollihle ground on which it might be 
argued, he was come prepared to deliver his fentiments, how 
far impeachments were rhfedf d hy a dilfolut on of Parlia¬ 
ment. The firft point, hetiuAl, which claimed their atten¬ 
tion in difeuding the fubjecK^nder their confederation, was 
to afeerain if any evidence eximK'^if an uniform e/lahliflicd 
prvSlice ohferved by both Houles in trieif^pnduvM of im¬ 
peachments, which was to be confid. red as the law of Par¬ 
liament in fuch cafes. If there were precedents whi h clearly 
eftablilhed the point, that from the ufage of Parliamt nt im¬ 


peachments did abate by a diffolution, he would bow in 
lilenceto the authority, hut would lofe no lime in providing 
a remedy aga&fcfi a pra&ice whofe tendency was hoftiH to the 
privileges of the Houfe, and de^ruflive of the liberties of 
the country. The authority of fuch precedents no one 
would fay ought to be relied upon in preference to that of 
th e fundamental principles of the conftitution. But he was 
happy to find that there exiite 1 no evidence of fuch a uni¬ 
form rule of parliamentary practice. Fiom a difpaflionate 
review of the different precedents, he was prepared to afftrC 
wirh confidence, and the fequel, he trufted, would abun¬ 
dantly juftify the affertion, that impeachments did continue 
vhjlaiu q’*o from Parliament to Parliament, notwithftjnding 
the precedents fo much infifled upon by the honourable and 
learned gentleman (Mr. Erfkme) in fupport of an abatement 
of fuch proceedings by a diflblution. That impeachments 
£?did not abate by a diflolution of Parliament, was a principle 
fufficientlv recognized and well eftabliihed by many prece¬ 
dents in our Hiftory from the early times of antiquity. 
Cafes perfeftly in point might he adduced from the reigns of 
Richard the Sicond, and others \ but he fhould only infill 
upon the cafe of the Duke of Suffolk in the reign of Henry 
the Sixth, which indifputably proved that impeachment* 

continued 
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continued from one Parliament to ai^ofber* In 
gallon of precedents, however, he did not mean to confine 
himfelf to the more doubtful decifions of antiquity, but 
fhould advance to more modern times, and advert to in* 
fiances better aicertained and more applicable to his purpofe* 
fey the refolution of the Lords in the year 1673, writs of 
enor and petitions of appeal were made to continue from 
PaihameTit to Parinment; but it was contended, fyice no 
mention is made of impeachments in, this refolution, that a 
diffolution of Pailiament operates an abatement of fuch pro¬ 
ceedings. Now the \eiy oppofite conclufion was deducible 
from the report of the Committee, which expieflly fiated 
that uttts of enot, petitions of % appeal , and othtr bujinejfts of a 
ju hcial nature, ought not to he mt rowed in their difeuflion, 
but to extend from Parliament to Parliament. Impeach¬ 
ments, theiefore, as judicial proceedings, do not necefTinly 
abate by a diffolution. Hut in the onftt* of 1678, impeach - 
ments are exprcflly mentioned in^)mmon with vwits'of er¬ 
ror and petitions of appeal to continue from one Parliament 
to another* 1 o this precedent howe\er clear and deufive, 
obje< 5 hons aie taken t^jpilnd'Ue its authority; fiift, it was 
affirmed to haiiirtlrtna very puciptute proceeding. But 
how can this objefiion apply 5 Did it lefer to anj new mat¬ 
ter not included 111 the former relolution of 1673 ? clearly 
not. 7 his order was only a deduftion from the principles 
already laid down m the former decifion , it could not then 
be a precpitate meafure Put the critical jun&ure of afTans 

duung the ferment of pirty violence ^hd of civil contention, 
night probihh, it \us laid, contnbute materially to that 
relolution which mthon/ed t^e contmmnce of impeach¬ 
ments This ohjedion, too, mud vanish the moment the 
nicun ila ices of the times when the (Lalion in cjueftion 
took place, me contnf td with tho't ot the lubfequent pe¬ 
riod when it wis rtfcmdtd In 1(78, the proceedings of 
the I oids w^ie not influenced I>\ ns particular reference to 
foin< mitter then depend ng; 11 wa* a general order, that 
wuts of error, petitions of appeal, and impeachments, 
fliould futu\e 1 cliflulution of Parliamelft. Tsor was this 
me-'fuie the p-edi fhma ot anv party violtnce or animofty; 
it w«s an u lam rou d cifion founded upon the retortion of 
1673, to terve as 1 Handing precedenAftaH^s ronduft of 
futuie impeachmM i* lsut what °f the rever* 

fa! of this deulion m 1685 fo muc Mjy if^rb?td uprn as a 
precedent in fivoui of the ah itcmtnf ofifl) peach ments by a 
diflolution ? W is it n it it the ara when James the Second, 
a biqottd and Popifh Prince, hid afeended the 1 hrone of 
thfft naim ; when fhe*Parliament was obftquio^fly devoted 
to the will of the mon rch; when t*he facrifice or principle 
Voi. XXVII^ Gg was 
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was ,r«uire4 to be made to pi apical abuie by the prejudices 
of the tithes; when certain Poptfh Lbrds were about to be 
folemtlly impeached who were the fuppafed favourites of the 
King* Under fuch circumftances, what was the conduct 
of Parliament * They very probably thought'that com¬ 
pliance were better than refinance at fuch a period; and 
therefore they determined, probably with the bell inten¬ 
tions, to rid themlelves of the impeachments in contempla¬ 
tion, bj refctnding the order of 1678. The profeffed obje£k 
of this re\erfai, then, was to fcreen the noblemen in queftion 
from the impending danger of impeachment. He then 
would alk, agamft which of the decifions the objection 
taken from the circumftances of the times applied moft for¬ 
cibly; whether to ^he trder^of 1678, or to its rcverfal in 
1685} unqueftioi ably the latter. The honourable and 
learned gentleman h^d therefore ably and fucctfsfully ar¬ 
gued agamft himfelf^ .Ince by this objection he had clearly 
proved the one decifion a^good precedent; but its rcverfal a 
bad one. So much for thl^ precedent of 1685. The next 
obje&iop to'the order of 16$^ was taken from the caie of 
Lord Stafford. But how coulfc^his inftmce invalidate the 
authority of the prece 'ent m queffmh^,P^aufe it afforded 
the learned gentleman an opportunity of appealing to the 
paflions, that, from his eloquent and pathetic description of 
the trial, convi£tion, and execution of this unfortunate 
nobleman, the Committee might infer the injufticc of the 
principle of continuing impeachments. But was that a le¬ 
gitimate and conclude argument* Would not fuch reafon- 
mg prove adveife to the caufe he attempted to eftabhfh * 
lor admitting the Parliament, 111 this mftance, to have adled 
improperly by continuing an impeachment; might not 
another Pail lament be equally culpable in difpenfing with 
the continuance of fuch a proceeding * Suppofe 1 delinquent 
impeached, and the charges of crimination alltd^ d agamft him 
gone through, a diffolution of Parhament takes pi ice; would 
it not prove the extremity and injufliceto flay the proceed¬ 
ings in fuch a H^ufe, by which the defendant would be pre 
eluded from enuring upon his defence, and judgement of 
elimination or acquittal could not pafs without a renewal of 
the proceedings de novj ? His innocence or gu It muff remain 
a fubjeft of much doubt and lufpieion. Would it not 
therefore be infinitely more expedient and proper for the 
^honour and reputations* of both p irties, tint fuch proceed¬ 
ings conduced by onfe Parliament, fhould be lrfumed in 
Jlatu quo bv another? Upon fuch a liberal principle the 
4pcufer would have every fur opportunity of making good 
charges; and the accufed would iuve equal liberty to 
tiftablifh his defence. Nothing fhort of this pioculure 

could 



could deferve the name of public juft ice. Wh’af, ieeaufe 
the fate of one nobleman, from the continuance of impeach- 
ment, was fuppofed hard and oppreflive; did it therefore follow 
that the exercife of fucb a privilege of the Commons in every 
inftance, would be attended with the fame obnoxious confe- 
quences ? lf,the abufe of an inftitution was a valid argu¬ 
ment of-its inutility the objeftion might apply ; otherwife 
the honourable anu learned gentleman’s pathetic expoftula- 
tion would go for nothing; for in deciding upon the merit 
of a dry precedent, our paffions ought not to interfere with' 
our judicial deliberation* The validity of the order of 
1678 ftoodrtherefore unimpeached; a precedent which neither 
eloquence nor fophiftry can [foflibly invalidate. 

The cafe of Lords Salilbury and Peterborough, adduced 
as a precedent in favour of an tbaicnyut of impeachments 
by a dilTolution, is equally unfortum^y for there does not 
appear from the proceedings, any reference whate%gr, ei¬ 
ther to the order of 1685, or t^any former decifion upon 
the fubjeft, The irppeachmept in queftion abated , not by 
virtue of any ufage of ParLp^lent, but by the opeiation of ail 
a ft of generalpajitl^^nie impeachment of Sir Adam Blair 
and others, dfu not Apply ; fmee no attempts were made to 
renew the profecution, and they had been held to bail fubfe- 
quent to a Jiffolution. Now, if the proceedings had abated 
in confequcnce of that event, the parties could not lune 
been held to bail afterwards; the impeachment having de-> 
ter mined, they muft have been difmi^Ted.—But as the pro¬ 
ceedings weie pending, unaffefled by any dilTolution, the 
paines were bound in a recognizance. The only juft infe¬ 
rence, therefore, fiom this cafe, clearly wa«, that impeach¬ 
ments did not abate in the manner it had been contended, by 
a diiTolujtion of Parliament. The fame conclufion was evi¬ 
dently deducihle from the impeachment of Lord Danby ; for 
there cannot remain any doubt as to the feutiments then en¬ 
tertained by Paihament; fince he was clearly difmifled upon 
this principle, hecaufe the Commons had declined the pro¬ 
fecution Now three diffolutions of Parliament had obtain¬ 
ed before he was difeharged. It is evident if a diflblution 
operated an abatement of impeachments, Lord Danby muft 
have been difmifled upon the firft diflblution; nay, he would 
have been, upon that principle, difeharged of courfe. But 
the cafe was quite otherwife; for Parliament was repeatedly 
diflfolved, and Lord Danby was as often detained, until at 
length, the Commons declining to profecute, he was dif¬ 
eharged; fo that the impeachment in queftion abated by the 
Aft of the Commons, and not by the operation of a hflolu- 
tion. In the cafes of Lords Somers, Halifax, Portland, 
and the Duke of Leeds, impeachment abated in the fame 
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mnofe* title Commons not profecuti^grthe parties were fe- 
veralfy dif^harged, Now, oh which fide of the quellion did 
the weight of eivdence from precedents preponderate ? Did 
notthefcale fairly incline in favour of the continuance of 
impeachments from Parliament to Parliament ? The right 
of the Commons to profecute an impeachment, until judge¬ 
ment was obtained, in his opinion, was cleai*, unequivocal, 
and indifputable; from the author ity of fuch a body of pre¬ 
cedents. 

„ After inveftigating the evidence to be colle£led from pre¬ 
cedents, the practice of Parliament, during the laft three 
years, was the next objufl of enquiry, in the prifent difcuf- 
fion. Parliament excrcifed tiro powers—legislative and ju¬ 
dicial, which had tlAiir feparate and diliinft limits and dura¬ 
tion. The confufion' of thele powers was the principal 
fource of all the doutys upon the prefent quellion. Lawyers 
had differed as mucfi'in their opinions ^fpe&ing writs of 
error; artS petitions of anneal, as of impeachments; from 
fuch collifion of oppofite femdmcnts, much fatisfa£tion could 
not be expected. A reteieiiN^Jhould, therefore, be made 
to the clear and cflabhfticd princtywfr ^f th e conftitution, in 
order to remove every cloud of doubt u 11 y. Every 

a £1 of legillation, it was well known, was tei initiated by 
prorogation, as well as by diflblution; but no judicial adt 
was influenced by either. Impeachment, therefore, being 
a judicial proceeding, could not be affedted by prorogation 
or diffolution. In the cafe of writs of error, and.of petitions 
of appeal, the procefs tontinurd from feffmn to feflioti, and 
from Paili ment to Parliament; much moie necelfary was 
it that the proceedings in an impeachment lhou'd a!fo conti¬ 
nue; for in the one cafe, there was only one individual 
againft another ; but in the other, the Houfe of Commons, 
and all the Commons of Great Britain, were parties Jgainft a 
t ftate delinquent. The impeachment in quellion w.is not the 
adl of the late Parliament, hut of the whole Commons of 
the realm; the proceeding being in the name both of Con- 
flitlients and Representative. It had been alked, if the 
Houfe of Commons, in this inflance, were the attornies of 
the people ? In one fenfe they were considered as agents, 
confulting their own judgement and dil’eretion, in the protec¬ 
tion of thw inierefts of their conliituents. But they were not 
the attornies of the people, as agents delegated with power 
to aQ merely by the inftrudtions of their conflituents. Such 
art acceptation of the term Should have his heartieft abhor¬ 
rence and reprobation. An impeachment had been com¬ 
menced by the Commons in the perfons of their late repre¬ 
sentatives; fuch a proceeding Qiight'not to be difeontinued 
without due enquiry and deliberation; for the Houfe flood 

in 



in a fimtlar fituationwith the {bcftflbr of the King’s Attor¬ 
ney General, in the pref^nt inftance, who was always re¬ 
quired to proceed with all the trials already commenced on 
the part of the King. But in law, it was laid, thejewasdb 
fuch body as the ^Commons of England recognized; but 
would any one^diaw fuch an abfurd inference from an acci¬ 
dental omiflion, # th^ fuch a body had no real cxiftence, 
which was to be regarded as the principal object of legiflasion 
in every civilized country ? Our anceftor* had, in their ac- 
cuftotned wifdoin, fufliciently, in his opinion, guarded againlt 
fuch a fuppofed folicifm in politics; by ordering all fupplies 
to be granted in the name of the Commons, as well as all 
impeachments to be laid in their*name; when once a pro- 
■ ceeding, therefore, afllimed a judicial form, itsexiftence no 
\ 'longer depended upon the perfons % who^vere immediately 
; concerned in its inilitution. 1 he Commons were 

! only the legal organ 0 inflituting impeachments, as4he 
torney General was of filing an ^ftormation ex officio , or 
an indiflment in the name of tRejfing. The public profecu- 
tors in the* one*caf<^were tlie^pOTnmons of the realm, and 
the King was the prfifcaiiflfln the other. From the confi- 
deration of thedJpacityin which the Houfe, asa judicial and 
not a legiilath elbody,*adted in the conduit of impeachments; 
ii therefore followed, that their proceedings, by the confti- 
i tut'mn, could not abate or be affeiled either by a proroga¬ 
tion or a diflolution of Parliament. 


His next ground of ev idence in the ^feuffion of thequef- 
tion, to which he requeited the attention of the Committee, 
fliould he taken from the dt cifions of the Courts cf J ftice, 
and the authority of eminent lawyers. The authority of 
the great and venerable Lord Hale was to he diftrufted in 
the prefent inftance, fince writs cf error, petitions of ap¬ 
peal, and impeachments, were confidered by him as legifla- 
tive and npt judicial proceedings. Now, all the legiflative 
proceedings unqueftionahly abated by prorogation as well 
as diflolution; but impeachments, writs of error, and peti¬ 
tions of appeal are judicial proceedings which continue 
from feflion to feflion, and from Parliament to Parliament. 
1 he error of Lord Hale proceeded from his confounding the 
legiflative with the judicial power in parliamentary proceed-, 
mgs. This miftatement appeared from a paffage which he 
here read to the Committee, in which writs of error, peti¬ 
tions of appea , -and impeachments, were faid to abate, as 
as well by proroga'ion as diflolution. Lord Holt entertain¬ 
ed a different opinion upon the fubjefl, find! he had argued 
from the cafe of Lord Stafford, as a weighty and irrefraga¬ 
ble precedent in favour of thecontinuances of impeachments 
and other judicial proceedings, from one Parliament to ano¬ 
ther. 
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ther. Lord Chief Baron Comifiyns, an authority of the 
higheft refpedlability in the Courts of Juftice, was alfo de¬ 
cided in his opinion upon the fubjeft; for, from a paflage 
which he,read out of his Digeft, it appeared not only that im¬ 
peachments continued, but that they fhould be relumed and 
proiecuted, until judgement was obtained,, notwithllanding 
any contingent interruptions from either prorogation or dif- 
iolffti cn. The aurhoriry of the I egrilature too, in the pre¬ 
amble to an A6t of the 13th of t'he King, by implication, 
was alio fuvouiable to the point he endeavouied to eftablilli; 
betides many calcs from Carthew’s Reports, and other au¬ 
thorities, might he adduced, which abundantly proved it 
had been long hejd that impeachments were not affe6led by 
the operation of a diflblution. If fuch proceedings had abat¬ 
ed, in confc queac^ of IVch an event, it was evident that the 
courfe of public ^\Viice would be greatly inteirupted. Hut 
neither precedent nor law #hich authoriled fuch a 
dedu6li'>n; and the carkjnuance of impeachments was fre¬ 
quently rendered indifpenVbfy neceflarv, in order to produce 
a falutary operation, and t&Suiard aga nil their abide. If 
impeachmen.s were allowed of the judicial 

power, they muil neccflarily ha\e the fund* operation wirh 
the other afts of that power. Whits of error, petition* of 
appeal, as judicial a6T, furvi veil prorogation and diflblution ; 

!o alfo ought impeachments. To admit the continuance of 
the former, and to infill upon the abatement of the latter, 
by the operation of e diflblution, were the gruflell abfurdity; 
iince, as judicial proceedings, they were branches of tie 
fame power, and their connexion depended upon a petma- 
nent union of principle. T hofe who infilled upon the abate¬ 
ment of Li.pe:; v ’hments, were confident, if they alfo infilled 
upon the abatements of writs of ernr and ptjtiTms of 
appeal; but when once the continuance of the latter was al- . 
lowed, and the abatement of the former contended for, in | 
confluence of a diflblution; then it was evident that im- 1 
peachmvnts were made, in one in fiance, a branch of the ju¬ 
dicial power, and in another, an a 61 of the legidative, tc ( 
ferve it, ,ie pirticular purpofe. Now fuch confufion cf the 
two parliamentary powers he ha I noticed, fliould he Audi- - 
outly avoided, left their proceedings were impeded by endlefs 
doubts and difficulties, and might terminate in a great op- 
preflion and injuftice to individuals, and eventually tend ta 
fubvert our excellent mnftitution. 1 he power of impcach- 
nu nts is a privilege of the firft confequence to the liberties of 
the country; it operated as a ialutary check upon thofe in 
alminilTration, and effe£lually guarded againft every undue 
influence of the Ciown, in the protf.dion of ftate delin¬ 
quency. Ought the event of an impeachment then,*.to 



A. 179O* D £ B .A /'T-'E „ *' 

depend upon the operation of a diffolution ? No. If the ex- 
ercifeof this power were once to be influenced by fuch an 
event, there would be an end put to official refponfibility; 
the moft flagrant adls of corruption, oppreflion, and injuftice, 
would pais with impunity ; for the party impeached might 
procure, by their own intereft, or the influence of their 
friends, a^difloldtipn of Parliament, in order to efcape the 
pumftimenfhis offerees might juftly deferve. Voluntary 
exilement were, indeed,\too heavy a punifliment for injured 
innocence to endure, to avoid an unjuft impeachment ; but r 
for the guilty delinquent to enjoy fuch an indulgence, would 
he no puniftiment, but lather a reward, for his villany. The 
abatement of impeachments, therefore, by a diffolution of 
Parliament, would throw an infurmonntaHe obftacle in the 
way of public juftice, and would deprive the Houfe of a 
power the moft formidable to a corrupt Adminiftralion, 
whofe exucife fervtd as a fliield and bulwS&fc for the confii- 
tution. ** f 

As to tlie honourable and le^rnesa gentleman’s objection, 
that no man can be a Judge, dc jtjfl:, in a Court, without a 
competent knowledge of thc^whole proceedings; this was 
true, in an inferio^l«ii^of Judicature, but was not appli¬ 
cable to the of Lords: for this Supreme Court of ju* 

feature was liable peipetually to change its Menfbers, in 
cctafequence of death, which naturally produced others as their 
iuccrffors. Suppofing the new Members were ignorant of 
the proceedings already had of the impeachment depending, 
.what inconvenience could arife from that tircuinftance, when 
copies of the whole evidence were printed ? They need only 
refer for the requifite information to the journals. They had 
a right to judge fiom the minutes, upon the fidelity and 
accuracy of which they might always depend, fince thev 
Were diftrilwttd not only among thofe Peers who were pre¬ 
sent at the taking of the evidence, but among thofe who were 
bit-nt, for ttieir information. An impeachment was an ex- 
1 aoidinary cafe, which did not admit of being conducted 
pon the fame rules with an inferior Court of Judicature. In 
he one cafe, judgement was formed upon printed evidence; 
'$nit in the other, viva vr.ee evidence was certainly requifite. 
/rjVcie the fulrs of the Court of King’s Bench to obtain in the 
^Houfe of Lords, the queftion would be wholly at an end, and 
he right of impeachment at once annihilated; fince it wtre 
etter to file an indiAment in the one, than {’refer an im- 
eachment in the other. But the foundation of impeach- 
tents was, to bring delinquents to juftice, who would have 
leaped if tried according to the ordinary rules of the Courts 
>f Judicature. The pradlieb of the Houfe of Lords was in¬ 
compatible 


* 3 ! 
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compatible with that of the other Courts, in regard to viva 
voce evidence and decifion, without feparating. Notes were 
in conitant pra&ice, and written evidence confulted,*without 
which,it were impoflible, meal*sot impeachment, to reduce 
under one view the whole body of the evidence; for there 
were few inftance* in which impeachments did not occupy 
fomedays; written evidence were then asr'indifpQnfable in a 
trial of ten days ar of three years. it wasTaul, that in 
a ISng impeachment, in conlcquenpc of the conftant change 
of Members in the Houfe of Loid*, fome who had been ac- 
' cufers became J udges. In reply, heobferved, that there was 
no peiiodof prorogation to which the fame objeftion would 
not apply. The Member^ who were fo circumftanced, ccr- ' 
tainly could not»be deprivtd of their judicial powers ; at the 
fame time, the exercife and application of thole powers ie- 
mained at the fois dif[folal of their own feelings and con* 
fciences. It w;<^an unavoidable circumftance incidental to 
*Ti*~-.OTUrc of fuch a jtoceetling as an impeachment, from 
which no danger of injufcic^ could be apprehended, with any 
fhadnw of reafon. 

He {hould, hefaid, waveJSJsj^he prtfent, every confide- 
ration of the inquiry how far the Commons were 

difabled from proceeding in the impeachment depending, as 
it remained a fubjeC tor future invefligation. \\ hen it was 
once eftabUfhed that the right of impeachment did not abSfte 
by diflolution, the difcretion of the Houfe would next deter¬ 
mine whether it were expedient to profecute the impeachment 
in queftion any farther; or what other line of conduit to 
purlue in regard to fuch a proceeding. Of this lie was very 
fure, that no fair objection could be urged, from any defedt 
of information. The Court in which the trial had been con¬ 
duced, was accefliblc to all; all the Repoits and papers re- „ 
fpedting the evidence, were open to general infyeCion; fo 
\ that it was entirely at the option not only of every Member 
of the Houfe of Commons, hut alfoof every Hrhifti fubjeC, 
to remain in ignorance of any pa it ot the proceedings. He 
wifhed it to be underllood hv all, as an eftabhlhed and in¬ 
controvertible principle, that impediments continued in 
Jiatu q'io. A contrary mode of proceeding would be attended 
with confequences defiri Ci\e of the privihgts ot the Houfe, 
as well as injurious and piejudicial to the caufe of the party 
accufed. If an offence, for inflame, weie committed, the 
conviCion of which required a proceeding by impeachment, 
uoon the eve of a difl'nlution of Parliunent, the profecution 
might be poAponed until the meeting of a new Pjiliarnent, 
in order to avoid a repetition of the proceedings; the confe- 
quence natutally to be apprehended, were, the efcape of the 

delin- 
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delinquent. If, on the other hand, an impeachment h?d 
been cained on for fuch a confiderable length of time, as to 
exceed a dilfolution of Parliament, the repetition of the pro¬ 
ceedings m*that cale might materially impede the piogre'sof 
other public bulinefs. 1 he death of a witnefs, in the mean 
time, might jrery confiderably too affeCl: the (late of the evi¬ 
dence and an^nipeachment, by this inode of proceeding, 
might be converge? v nto an engine of opprtflion and inpiftice. 

Suppofe the party ufSpenchc 5 to hasp mdc fome piogrds m 
his defence, ins accidels might pi lids lufhc.ent influence to 
ptocure a fudden difiblution of Parli iment; the coniequcncc 
might be, a frefh accufation ag mill him, fibricated out of his 
own deb nee. By fuch a nefueous proceeding, an mdis idual 
might continue to he the object ct a pui fle piofecuhon a'l his 
life-time, without the poflibil’ty of the means of being pro¬ 
nounced either innocent oi guilty, 'Mjs, an impeachmtnt 
mull continue in Jlatu quo after a diflblutifto, r>r r >nv ^ 
of Parliament mull lullcr violtn^, ind the cnufcoTFTI^ae- 
cufed lullain irreparable injitry/ and mto’erable oppreffion. 

He was clearly deeded in hi opinion, therefore, fiom the 
weight of precedet^fs^^'che pnnciples of theconftitution, 
from the auiho^flpBFthe gieattft luminaries of the law, from 
the immutaldfc principles of julhce, ficm the expediency of 
flymblic tnuls, and fiom eveiy argument of plun common 
*Tcnle, that impeachments nor onlv continued unaffected by 
a diflolutionof Parliament, bur exifted in Jlatu quo, notwith- 
flanding the operation of fuch in event; he therefore would 
lote, with chearfnl confidence, for tffc onginal motion of 
the right honourable gentleman, that the impeachment of 
W anen fjiftings, Kfq. was now depending. 

1 he A'f Jhr oj the Ko Is wiftied that the light honourable Matter of 
gentleman who moved the queftion, had followed the ex-the Rolls 
ample ot\he Houle of Commons m the cafe of Lord Dauby, 
and had delcn* ed in th* motion more particularly what was 
me mt by the lmpeichment that was dated in it to be de¬ 
pending. His right honournWe friend, it w is true, had 
fairly explained himfelfon th it head, and had declared that, 
m his opinion, the impeachment depended in Jlatu quo juft as 
It had done at the conclniion of the lift Parliament. He 
profefled a great efteem for the right honourable mover of the 
quehion, hut he muft lay, that according to clear law and 
eveivlegil analogy, it was impoflible thit impeachments 
could exilt in (latu quo after a difiblution of Parliament nor 
till the jear 1678, had it ever entered into the mind of man, 
that a difiblution did not put an end to every exiftmg parlia¬ 
mentary proceeding. \^ith legird to evidence, there was 
not one rule of evidence which did not apply to the Houfe 
Vol. XXVIII. H h of 
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of Lords as much'as to any of the inferior Courts in the king¬ 
dom. As to the cafe of the Duke of Suffolk, it was an ex¬ 
traordinary one to look to as a piecedent. The noble LJuke 
had been baniflied, and his enemies not thinking that a fuffi- 
cient punifliment, moved an impeachment in that Houfe; 
but it was not true that a trial had begun in one Parliament, 
and continued in the next. White thefe proceedings* how¬ 
ever, were going on at home, the nnhltvltfuk" lay dead in 
Francff The impeachment of Mi. Hajinngs was the firft in- 
Jlance of an impeachment in which tlicAnai hail laded beyond 
the i’effon, and he fnecrely hoped it would be the laft. 

Mr. Yorkc obferved, that it appeared to him, fiom reafon 
and copimon fenlc, that impea^ivnt nts were not uiicontinued 
in confluence of a*diffohition of Pailiament; Cnee it was 
founded in principles of jufticV, that the accufed Ihould have 
an opportunity affoiMcd lfim of clearing Ills chara&er and 
snaking his defence, ^fV/ich lv could not have, if the impeach - 
mem n vrtW\trabate. MrAYorke thought that the Houfe of 
Lords could not proceed to judgement, unlefs the Houfe of 
Commons prayed it; inlikeY'jnnur, as the Court of Ring’s 
Bench, on a convidk'n on a criifh^j] information or indict¬ 
ment preferred by the Attorney not give 

judgement until the Attorney (leneial came iiuKC ourt and 
prayed it. # l he light honourable Chancellor of the Exche¬ 
quer had fhewn, Mr. Yoike obferved, that wiits of error 
had continued from tune to time, not * ithftanding a new 
Parliament, fti ancient days, the Pailiameni was ihilhlvrd, 
or expired, at the endtff a fmgle led'on ; hut as c-Lcii >n pe¬ 
tition'. and Oilier public bufineis inucafed, it had been f>un 1 
nccafiaiy to mcreafe the term ofjthr dur.rion of Parliaments. 
Mr. Yorkc defined the diftintfion of the rides of proceeding 
in the Courts of Law and the Court of Pailiamcnt; in the 
former, the whole power of the Court wa^ derived from the 
Crown; in the Court of Parliament, all the powe. was de¬ 
rived from the People, and not from the Crown. 

The Airorncy General contended, that if oppofin £ the on- 
ginal quell ion, was to abandon the privileges of that Houfe, 
lure lie was, it was to a£l agreeably to the law of the lapd. 
He next entered into a difruflion of the cafe of Loid Stafford, 
and gave an account of the condudt and arguments of Ser¬ 
jeant Maynard and Sir V\ llham Jones on that memo.able oc- 
cafion. He could not but be of opinion that a farther inquiry 
was neccflary ; and therefore he fhould think it his duty to 
abstain from giving his vote for the original queftion. When 
precedents ihould be found, they ought then to fift the fub- 
jedt to the bottom, and afeertain what was the mode mod ex¬ 
pedient and proper for that Houfe to purfue. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Adam and Mn Pyhus, a new Member, having rifen 
at tiff fame time, the preference was given to the latter. 

Mr. Pybus began by lamenting that he had been drawn Mr. 
into a competition with the honourable gentleman; and Tjbus. 
fa id he ftrongly felt that he had no other claim to pre-audi¬ 
ence, than f&h as courtefy had allowed to that novelty of, 
fituatio # n*in \Vmtei> he was placed. As he had a few words 
to fay upon the fubj% 5 t under difcufiion, he was defifous of 
addiefling the Comnfittee, before their patience might be 
impaired by the long continuance of the debate. He was 
fenfible that, under the moft favourable circumftances, he 
fhould appear lo great difad^antage before thofe,. who had 
been long ufed to admire the extraordinary talents of many 
gentlemen in the Committee: it muff therefore be a matter 
of the moft reafonable anxiety to him, whenever he ventured 
to deliver his fentiments, that the flb fhould be in the^ 
full pofteflipn of their accuftome^ indulgence. 
that as a Member of Parliament^ he fhould always give his 
mind to the confederation ofifany fubjedl of importance, 
which might egl fl^c fore h irh in that charafler: as a Mem¬ 
ber of that pPpjSfifr'W which he had the honour to belong, 
he confiderejpumfelf as being doubly called upon by the fub- 
je& in queftion. He had fpared no pains to nTake himfelf 
Snafter of the merits of it, by availing himfelf of all the in¬ 
formation within his reach. He fliould not attempt to trace 
over again the ground which had alrcrgdy been fo cleaily 
and accurately deferibed : but fliould*content himfelf with 
declaring that from a diligent infpeftion of the journals of 
Parliament, and from an attentive confideration of the ana¬ 


logies of law, he had fatisfied himfelf, that the impeach¬ 
ment had not been atfe&eu by the diAblution of Parliament, 
lie was mortified that in delivering this opinion, he differed 
from many gentlemen in the Committee, who were greatly 
his lupeilors in talents and profeflional reputation: but 
howevi r entitl'd their fentiments might be to preference as 
a ground of parliamentary conduct in others, his duty 
and his confidence informed him, that they ought not 
to have the fame preference from him, when they re lifted 
the couvifiiion of his own mind. He had ftill the fatisfafiion 


to agice with fome gentlemen of the higheft chamber for 
cortilitutiona! knowledge ; and to find that his ideas had been 
fnnctioned by a wonderful effort of underflanding and elo¬ 
quence, which they had lately witneffed. It had evidently 
made a llrong impieffion upon the Committee; an impref- 
fion, which he was certainly very defirous to confirm, if any 
confirmation could be neceflarv, but which he (new himfelf 
loo well to run the lifk of weakening by many obfervations 
of his own. 


II h 2 


What- 
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Whatever doubts, Mr. Pybus faid, he had entertained 
upon the point of law; upon the point of reafon, juftice. aad 
a due regard for thofe invaluable rights of the Home of 
Commons, which were implicated in the queftion, he had 
never had any doubt or hesitation at all. He was aware, 
and no man could he a friore decided advoc^> for the doc¬ 
trine than he was, that the particular qjiV flioulu always 
be governed by the exifting law, whoever that might be. 
The ahfurdity of a law was a good/,/eafon for repealing it, 
but was none for oppoiing its dreifion. It was better to fub- 
mit to a temporarj evil, than to render the firft objed of our 
obcdirncc precarious and uncertain. What, then, was the 
law, and hew we-e f they to ascertain it upon that ocrafton? 
If the rnurbp of contradictory precedents were to he weighed 
again ft each other, j ( ie had already declared which fcale, in 
humble opinion^ j«.aft preponderate. But he woulJ go 
and* he agreed, likewife, with the Right Hon- 
ourableChancdlor of the Exchequer in the fecond part of 
his argument. It the weigltf oY precedent had been exa&ly 
the reverie of what Mr. PynUs had conceived it to he, he 
ihouhl, even in that cafe have thought thatnothing fliort of 
a clear, uninterrupted parliamentary ufagei^ould juftify 
him in opp£>fmg the original motion by a vote, w hich might 
weaken and en anger the light of impeachment. 

Tln-re were, however, many Members of the Committee 
who thought that the law ll.ould be wholly colle&ed front 
the preponderation of precedent. If in afeertaining that, the 
■balance fhould incline diifeiently in their minds, from what 
ir did in his, though they might join with a learned gentle¬ 
man in deploring the abatement as a nnional calamity, 
thev were certainly obliged in confcience to maintain it. 
But if there lhould be any, and there undoubtedly .jvould be 
Tome, whole minds, at the concJufiou of the debate, ftiould 
he unfettled upon that point, whether from the want of an 
appiehenhoii purely and technically legal, or from other 
caules, they would he equally bound, in the abfence of that 
conviction, to confuler the general merits of the queftion, 
and to vote in a manner the mofl confonant with their ideas 
of ieafon and juft ice, and the fafety of that right, in the pre¬ 
fer vation of which the nation was fo deeply interefted. 

He conferred, that upon tliefe latter grounds he was unable 
to lugged to himfelf any argument which could fairly be 
adduced in the fupport of the abatement. The Houle of 
Lotds had been admitted to be a permanent court of judi¬ 
cature. In all impeachments the accufing party, virtually, 
■though not identically, were the fame after a diflolution as 
before it; for it would be ridiculous to contend that the 
great body of the people, in whofe name; and on whofe he- 
< half, 
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half, the articles had been carried up to the Houfe d£ Lords, 
had {attained any material or affignable alteration. As no 
reafchange, then, had happened either in the tribunal or 
proftcutor, it was clear, that whatever was a&ually criminal 
iix months ago, had not become lefs criminal from the in¬ 
terval which i^ad taken place. The primary law of right, 
the trud^bieftH^yill human legiflation, and the criterion 
of its excellence, Vjs neither to be affe&ed by lapfe of 
time, nor difference fituation: and he could not imagine 
upon what principles of reafon or of juftice, the chances- of 
efcape fhould be multiplied to the guilty, or the tortures of 
imputed guilt prolonged to the innocent, becaufe the King 
might be advifed to call a new # Parliament. 

But there was another confideration to which Mr. Pybus 
particularly wiflied to call the attention of the Committee ; 
It arofe out of the cafe of the Earl oM/anby. That Mini- 
fler had been impeached by the Houfe of\ifljpmpn g in^i - 
and after confiderable delays, had pleaded the King's par¬ 
don. Charles the Second tftld^ his Parliament in the moft 
exprefs terms, that he had given Lord Danby his pardon 
under his broad feal: that if that pardon fhould be found 
defective in he would renew it again and again till it 

fhoukMj^jpprfe£l; for he was determined to pyotetSt him* 
s hffwas not criminal (and his Majefty had affigned not a 
very conflitutional reafon for his innocence) having a&ed 
only in obedience to his orders. Now this was precifely 
that fort of cafe which impeachmenjs were peculiarly cal¬ 
culated to reach. The King could never regularly be an- 
fwerable for the faults of his government. The Minifters 
alone were relponfiblc; and if they valued their reputation 
or their fafety, would relinquifh their fituation whenever 
the King fhould be refolved to act in contempt of their ad¬ 
vice. The boafled right of impeachment, upon which the 
Houfe of Commons fo inftly valued itfelf, would otherwife 
be a mockery. If the King, who was not amenable, could 
afTefledly take the blame upon himfelf and protedl his Mi- 
nifter by a pardon, corruption and every fpecies of politi¬ 
cal infamy would be placed beyond the vengeance of an in¬ 
tuited jiation. The Houfe of Commons in 1678 felt that if 
this plea of Lord Danby were to be allowed, it would fap 
and undermine the right of impeachment: a right derived to 
them from their conltituents; to be exercifed for their 
benefit, and not for their own any farther than as they were 
a part of, and not diftinft from the great body of the people. 
They had had no precedent of a plea of pardon, but they 
had what was better than precedent, they had good fenffi 
and principle to direfl them. 1 hey refitted the validity 
of the plea with fpirit and firroncL; and as they were nei¬ 
ther 
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ther to be foothed nor intimidated, the King had recouffe 
to his only chance of fcreening his favourite from juftijfvby 
diflblving the Parliament* The dodtrine fo properly con¬ 
tended for by the Houfe of Commons in Lord Danby’s cafe, 
had been afterwards folemnly eilablifiled by an a&, which 
every one who heard him muft confider as Qr.e of the mod 
happy and facred a$s of the legiflatujfr^It wa's obvious 
that fee meant the 12th and 13th of/William the Ihird, 
which had fettled the fucceffion tqpthe Crown upon the 
Houfe of Hanover; and had ena&ed, for the better Securing 
the rights and liberties of the fuhjeft, that no pardon under 
the great feal fliould be pleadable to an impeachment by the 
Commons of England. But c of what ufe was that falutary 
claufe, if the King who was reftrained from "the improper 
exercife of his prerogative in one mode, might eventually 
produce the fame effecTi in another by diflolving the Parlia- 
anc ^ thanked God it was true, that in 
fome relpedts the times in which it was their happinefs to 
live, did not refemble the tijnes of Charles the Second, and 
that no man would be found rafh enough to advife the dif- 
folution of a Parliament for fo infamous a purpofe. Though 
the legiflature had vgry wifely declined to mark out the 
exafl: limits, within which the exercife of the Kfe^ynl prero¬ 
gative fhould be confined; yet, the enlightened ftate oY the 
country had fuificiently afeertained for all wholefome pur- 
pofes, the boundaries beyond which diferetion would not in¬ 
cline it to proceed. <Such was the fortunate the glorious 
fituation in which they were then placed; but it was the 
ufe and province of hiftory to point out to them what might 
be, by Ihewing them what had been. As the peculiar guar¬ 
dians of the rights and liberties of the people, their duty cal¬ 
led upon them to extend their political views beyond the 
contra&ed fpace of their own natural exigence ; and to take 
care that pofterity fliould not fufler, becaufe they* felt and 
rejoiced in their own fecuritv. 

Mr. Mr. /fdam 9 when he rofe, faid he was extremely happy to 

Adam, have given way to the gentleman who had preceded him, 
as it had given him an opportunity of hearing the fenti- 
ments of gentlemen of the profeflion, who though voung 
Members, had (hewn great ability in their manner of 
viewing the queftion, up mi the true conftitutional ground, 
unfettered with any technical matter, or corift rained legal 
analogy, which others of his learned friends had argued upon, 
which he was convinced they had done honeftly and con- 
feientioufly, yet lie was convinced they had viewed errone- 
oufly ; for, in fpite of the authority of the perfons from 
whom thofe arguments againft the continuance of the im¬ 
peachment had come^ he wa^ well fatisfiedj that whether 

on 
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oa the ground of precedent, of analogy to other courts, or 
01 the great and inviolabk principles of the-conllitution, 
clear queftion ; and when fairly examined, all thefe 
r grounds led uire£Uy to the impeachment not abating by the 
didolulion of Parliament. lie laid, however, before he went 
into the queftjpn on thofe grounds, he felt it incumbent on 
him to clear tl^Storit of the cafe which turned on the privi¬ 
lege of the Houfe^^e (aid, thSt it had been well obferved 
by his right hoQpurabW friend, Mr. Burke, in opening the 
bufinefs, that wc vvu*e\icw in a Committee in one of our 
great fuperintending capacities, in the Committee of courts 
of juft ice. And that it was the nature of the court, and the 
circumftance of the Honfe of Commons itlVlf being the profe- 
cutor, which could produce a doubt. But when the cafe 
was dated, it would prove mose clearly the neceffity of Hand¬ 
ing upon their privileges, and on! v* a drifting the precedents 
not deciilvc of ether courts, and of the H ^fe o f Lords as il- 
Juftrative of the great conftitutionffl quclilofr ‘ HP"fi&rtne 
cafe of the Courts of Wefhniyfter Hall refilling to do their 
dufy: fuppofe the Court of King’s Bench, which obtained 
jurildiflion in civil fuits by the fiflion of the defendant be¬ 
ing in the cuftody of the Marlhal of rhe Marfhalfea, or the 
Exchequer, t%ote civil junfdiftion was obtained by feign- 
riffs to be the King’s debtor, were tfc fay, we 
will Mo longer admit the operation of thofe fictions ; jfidlions 
which the vvifdan of our ancedors (he faid) contrived in 
«>id«‘ j r to introduce powers equal and co-ordinate in the 
didrihution of psivate juflice, and to give three places 
indead of the Common Picas alone to decide on the property 
and per Ion al rights of individuals; whereby, among other 
wife regulations, juft ice has been brought to a higher degree 
of perfeflion in this count! y than in any other in the civilized 
world. If the judges of thofe courts were to difregard thefe 
ufcful fiction:*, and thus abridge the means of juftice, by 
lhutting up two of the foutces from whence it flows, would 
not the Houfe of Commons inquire ? would they not by 
their anathemas, either in the form of Resolution, of Addrefs, 
of Impeachment, or any other conftitutional mode of exer- 
cifing their inquifitorial power, compel thofe judges to do 
their duty ? *ho in the prefent cafe; can the Commons fit 
by and fee their day of trial palled over unnoticed, the fic¬ 
tion of a diflblution operating, he hoped, inadvertently cn 
the Lords to put the impeachment of a great State criminal 
afide without enquiry and refolution, founded on their known 
and undoubted privileges; a privilege fimilarto that which 
founded their inquiries into the conduct of the inferior jurif- 
didtions, and which only differed in this, that in the cafe of 
the Lords it was one fupreme power in conflict with another, 

without 
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without any third authority to decide bet ween - them, a&c! 
therefore mate purely and emphatically a queftion of prij$k 
ledge. That he flood upon the beft and i'oundeft pree<Sient\ 
In the hiftory of the conititution, when he determined not 
to go into a Committee to enquire into precedents where 
their privileges were clear and material. 7 'hat it had 
been agitated in 1679, whether a pardptf^was^pleadable 
in bar of an impeachmenf. 7 ’hat tj*?’ Commons when 
calleS upon by the Lords to argue tVt queftion at their bar, 
refuted to argue it, becaufe it was foclearly interwoven with 
the conftitution, and fo effential a privilege, that to argue 
was to doubt, and to doubt, almoft an abandonment of the 
right. This being difcuflij, Mr. Adam faid he did not 
mean to delay the J Joule at fo late an hour [one o’clock 
in the morning] with a repetition of arguments which had 
been much better ^jjven, or a minute view of precedents, 
.^ w hich had beeni'Jly flated hut to make fuch ohfervations 
^as^BrtgtlT^iifoTvTetlioi’e, irf reply to fome of his learned friends 
who had fpoken before him. f He faid thofe gentlemen (he 
particularly alluded to the* Attorney General and Mr. Er- 
fltine) had faid that the refolution of 1673 Touted only to 
writs of error and appeals, and that they did not extend to 


impeachment; that there was merely a reconljOnd no pro¬ 
ceeding upon it in the nature of evidence, but a mete 
of law. Mr. Adam faid, that there were many dec i live 
anfwers to this; that upon the face of the order of the Lords 
to inquire in 1673, and upon the Report and Refolution 
founded on that Rep&rt. 7 here is a clear diftinflion taken 
between the proceedings of the Houfe of Lords in a judicial 
and legiflative capacity, particularly the Report of the Com¬ 
mittee faid, that any bufinejs in which their Lcrdjhips act as a 
Court of Judicature , and not in their kgiflative capacity, con¬ 
tinue in Jlaiu quo fiom feffion to feflion. (And litre Mr. 
Adam pledged himfelf to fliew, in the courte of his argu- m 
ment, that to all conftitutional and legal intent, prorogation 
and diflolution mull be conficlered the lame.) And the 
Refolution on this Report faid, that hujimjfu continued- 
What bujincjfes ? ~ undoubtedly the hufinefles referred to by 
the Reporting Committee; of judicial, as contrndiftinguifhed 
from a legiflative capacity. But he faid tliis was 'not all; 
that this refolution, proceeding upon various precedents, 
did not make, but tet forth the real conftitution of the Court 
of the King in Parliament, and which he pledged himfelf to 
prove to be the true real foundation of the continuance of the 
impeachment, in fpite of diflolution; namely, that it was 
a conftantly exifiing court, and tfiat although from diflu- 
lution, or other caufc, it might not bo fitting to do juftice, 
it was always open to receive appeals and writs of error; 
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(that there were many cafes in the law books which fliewed 
rfchat a writ of error might be brought adprdximum Parfia- 
*Tmntum during diffolution, as well as ad proximam fejjimcm 
during prorogation. That this proved the Court of the 
King in Pailiament, which is the court in which the Com¬ 
mons impeith, as well as that in which error is tried, to be 
a conflainfj^tfxifting coui t: but be faid it did not require 
that to^provS TtVvj, was founded in the very origin and fource 
of the Lords’ jurifdffiion. He faid a learned gentleman (the 
Attorney General) liVd pul his argument for the abatement 
upon the identity ot the Parliament being gone, and that 
the Houle fat under a new authority. This, Mr. Adam 
faid, was precifely the proportion lie denied; he faid it was 
in the very exprcffion of that learned gentleman, and of him 
who Jpcke before him, (the Mailer of the Rolls) and of all 
who had fpokeu on that fide, tha\ he founded his anfwer to 
the argument built upon the identity of ie Parliament being^ 
unfounded. Thofe very gentlemeft ca 1 lec Hl H pfe nfwh e- 
ditary judges of the kingdom they properly Itiled them hre- 
ditaryjudges. Why?—becaufe they derived their jurisdic¬ 
tions from their patent of Peerage, not from the writ of fum- 
mons on diffolution, or proclamation to meet in Pailiament 
after prorogation. The patent of Peerage to the Peer and 
kisibej|§^ 5 r ever, according to the nature of the?limitation, 
•gSWfflnui and his hens of full age, as each fucceeded, a right 
to aft as a judge in that fupreme Court of the King in Par¬ 
liament. That it was fo clear a right, that no power could 
deprive him of it; for it was expieftty laid down by Lord 
Coke, and admitted by every lawyer, that the Peer was 
intitled to his writ of fummons to Parliament; if not font 
to him, he might go and demand it, anJ take it from the 
office. The writ or patent to the Peer, for him and his 
heirs foe. ever, was the fource and original of judicial power 
to the Peer and his heirs for ever, who was thereby confti- 
tuted cm ^hereditary judge ^ exaftly as the writ or patent to 
the judge in Weftminfter Hall for life; and for the life of 
the King (Mr* Adam here ohferved he put the aft of the 
firft of this King’s reign out of the queftion, as he flionld 
all afts of Parliament which had varied the conflitu- 
tion, arjd argue it upon the common law of Parliament) 
gave judicial power to the Judges. That the power once 
given, could not betaken away by the Crown during the life 
and good behavourof the Judge; that the Peer’s only-ended 
by extinftion of the Peerage, or forfeiture to the laws; that 
the Judge’s powtr eeafed, before the ift of the King, with 
the demife of the Crown; that the judicial authority of 
the Peer did nor; why ?-*-hecaufe it was hereditary; and in 
the feventh Report of Lord Coke, refpefting the continuance 
Vol. XXVIIL 1 i or 
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tmrnMj imi^t daird) that procef* bf .the Sheriff of Lond{ 
$SToot abaft; nor any heritablejurifdiaipn. Why ?-Jp* 
caufe the authority is independant of the Crown; whereas the V 
proceedings in Weftminfter Hall did abate, fubjeft however 
to revival. Why ?—becaufe the authority which gave birth to 
thejurifdiftion was gone; whereas the jurifdidrijr.fof the Lords 
was in perpetuity- No aft of the King’s ,£p^fld taluHt away, 
and r\o aft of the King can therefore abafc? it. The authority 
was given with the patent of Peerjige ; the day or time to 
exercife it, by the writ of fummons to meet at the beginning 
of a Parliament, or of the proclamation to meet at the be¬ 
ginning of a feflion, Thus the day of meeting appointed by 
the King at his pleafure, gives the time for exercising the 
jurifdiftiou of the Court, Ailed the Court of the King in 
Parliament ; juft as the common law, by giving the term 
to the judges in Weftminfter Hall, gives the time for exer- 
powers The Judges in Weftminfter 
Haircan no more exercife jurifdiftion of what is called in 
Bank, (the interlocutory matters done in chambers, he faid, 
were different) out of term, than the Court of the King in 
Parliament can when Parliament is in prorogation or diflo- 
lution. But the King can abridge neither of their jurifdic- 
tions at t|je times allotted for it by law and pljaftice. He 
cannot withhold a Judge, or impede a caufe in t■* 
Bench; lit* cannot diflolve a caufe, or withhold a Peer in 
the Court ot the King in Parliament. It is a court perpetu¬ 
ally exifling: and Lord Hale, whofe authority, Mr. Adam 
laid, had been fo much relied on on the other fide, faid in 
the cafe of Sedgwick «and Gajim , reported in ift Modern 
in the year 1673; l ^at e regifler of writs contains a feire 
facias for a writ of error ad proximum Parliumentum. The 
Lords, therefore, when they refolvcd that judicial matters 
furvived in Ji *tu quo fiom feflion to feflion, in 1673, con- 
t.dered feflion and Parliament, as it is, to be one and the 
i.une tiling, n >t only on the force of the precedents theie 
cited, but on the reafon of the thing, derived from the 
nature of the jurisdiction. Confidering it as a court, which 
though, like all other courts, it lias certain times of afting ; 
yet, like all other courts, it has a conftant exiftence, and 
v-amiot be annihilated. Mr. Adam then laid, that hfis learn- 
rd friend (the Attorney General) had defired that hifto- 
• ncal anecdote might not be had recourfe to to explain away 
deci lions and precedents. Mr. Adam faid, he never would 
abandon hiftory as a means of clearing doubtful cafes. The 
ebarafters of the Judges who decided was moll material in 
the judgements of the courts of law; the charafter of the 
tin as in parliamentary precedents. That on the precedent 

of 



«L 1790. debate L 

1673, prefs hiftoiy i nt0 rtre ftrvice; if itebuM 

HftAfaid that he preffed hiftory into the fervice where hiftory 
was filent; but the fiience of hiftory was a moft impoitant 
ingredient in the cafe of 1673. He faid he had looked in 
vain into the hiftories of the times for the origin of that 
important retortion. But what he had looked for m vam 
m the hfftories hf +he times, lie had found in the law books. 
That from the Reflation to the year 1673, u ^ppeafed by 
jnany of the law repeaters, that many tales relpeAmg, the 
operation of prorogation and diffolution, on writs of erroi, 
and appeals, had taken place; doubts had arifen, the Court* 
knew not how to decide ; the jefolution of 1673 lnu ^ there 
fore have been a rule to fettle thofe doubts; a rule tak ng its 
rife not out of impeichment or party agitation, or politic it 
fpirit, but out of mere queftion^ofpmate right and pri¬ 
vate property unmfl lenced by paflTon^r \iolence of any 
kind. And what does this calm #uld 
in peace not fpnngmg from, d if ord, ma r k out 5 That the 
Court of the King in Parliament is a conftontly exifting 
Court; that its judicial proceedings aie not touched by the 
exertion of proiogation, but remains entire, and in Jlatu quo , 
from feffijp to ftflion, which he again pledged himfelf to 
lQigpp«ras the fame as from Parliament to Parliament* 

~ Having laid thus much as to the refolution of 1673, he 
faid he mull now refeue fiom abide that of 1678, which 
hid been ctiltd an unfair refolution by his learned friend, 
Mi. Lrfktne. It had been (aid by hi* filend that that refo¬ 
lution wis unfmly drawn; that it did not include impeach¬ 
ments as of the fame fpecies with wnts of error and ap¬ 
peals, coupling them and uniting them fanly, but as by a 
f de wind catch introduced them; and it cited no precedents 
for the!* proceeding at that period. As to the firft objedhon, 
even Mr Adam laid he could not help confideiing it as per- 
fcdlly unfounded; that inflead of being dated infidioufly, it 
was fta’ed furly and coiredlly That had the mittei of 
impeachment been coupled with writ of eiror 01 appeal, 
of courfe it would have been mfidious, beemfe it would 
* have been fettmg forth that as a principal which wis a con- 
cluiion. That m the refolution it was fairly dated, and 
held out fingly and difunited from the other judicial pro¬ 
ceedings to promote and require confident ion. It was de- 
fired by the Lords’ refolution of 1678, that the Lords’ Com¬ 
mittee (hould, as well as writs of error, confider the ftate 
of impeachments; and it was refolved upon the repot t> 
fubft^ptmly and diftmiftly, that dillolution of Parliament 
doth not alter the flTate of impeachments; that is, that 
the continuance of impeachment after diffolution was a 
corollary flowing from the ftate of other judicial proceed- 

11 a ings. 
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ings. Put fairly and accurately in the form of a corojf^ 
lacy, hot in the form of the* primary proposition; 
the principles which guide or direct in the fcience of logic * 
or mathematics, and all fciences which have reafoning for 
their end and objeft. I lv t as to citing no precedent for 
their proceeding, that ohfervation ot his learned'friend was 
equally without a folid foundation. 'I h^Committee of 
1678 referred to the journal 167 3; tha^'jour.ial Hates pre¬ 
cedents not only of civil cafes, but^^as a right honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had obferved, of criminal cafes, and 
of criminal cafes fubf quent to the a£l of Henry the Fourth, 
as the fame right honourable gentleman had juftly obleivul. 
But in this cafe Mr. Adam contended that thofe antecedent 
were as gdod authoftty as thofe fubfequent. The object of 
the afl of Henry the Fourth wjs to abolifh criminal pro¬ 
ceedings before the Lojyls at the fuit of individuals; but till 
that time they w^e legal; and by the precedents they ap- 
^peaP^tTiTaVfe’Wuured from Parliament to Parliament; and 
at that time of day, if they -endured from feflion to fef- 
fion, they endured from Parliament to Parliament; for by a 
learned gentleman, (the Matter of the Rolls) it was admit¬ 
ted that in the early times of Parliament there were no proro¬ 
gations, and, Mr. Adam faid, there were no pro^^fjations cm 
record before Phillip and Mary. Then thofe 
ther prior to or fince the time cf Henry the Fourth, ell ah- 
lilh this point, that criminal proceedings begun in one Par¬ 
liament, were carried on in fubfequent Parliaments, and did 
not abate. But he ftid his learned [friend, Mr. Erfkine, 
had endeavoured to fhew that the Parliament of 1678 de- 
ferved no credit; and with a warm imagination, and great 
powers of expreffion, he had worked un the ftory of Lord 
Stafford, or the Popifh plot, of the perjury of Oates, and 
the infamy of Bedloe. For the frenzy and miflaten vio¬ 
lence of the times, Mr. Adam faid he meant to make no 
npo’ogy; but that he felt it a duty to refene fiom obloquy 
a P.uliamcnt which, next to that which fettled the Revolu¬ 
tion, and that which feated the Houfe of Brunfwick on the 
Throne, deserved more of poAerity than any Parliament on 
record. That he did not confidcr the Parliament by the* 
charafter of the times, hut by their conftitutional afts in 
their legiflativc and deliberative capacity. That in that 
view there was not an important or material privilege of 
perfonal freedom, parliamentary indejv ndence or conftitu- 
tional principle, afterwards enailed and enforced at the 
Revolution, which was not enforced and carried by the 
Houfe of Commons in 1678. All {he feeds were fown in 
that Parliament which afterwards grew to maturity; the 
Parliament of 1678 pafled the bah.as corpus ail; that Par¬ 
liament 
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lent refilled Lord Shafteflmry, who, as Chancellor, had 
pted to regain the power of trying eleflions, and 
fudging of the right of Members to their feats; and thus 
by a fecond ftruggle fixed this invaluable privilege for ever. 
That Parliament refolved not on precedent and record, but 
on the clear urtaljenable rights of a free conllitution, and the 
firft principles of the independence of our inquifitorial 
power, without whi<?b iucjuifltorial power is a mockft-y; 
that a pardon was not pleadable in bar of an impeachment; 
that a Loid High Steward, an officer to be named by the 
Crown, was not a neceiTary part of the Court of the King 
in Parliament; which, if it had been neceflary, put it in 
the hands of the Crown to Aop impeachment in the threjfh- 
old, by refufing to appoint that officer; and laflly, compleated 
that great woik of our inquifitorial power being independ¬ 
ent o'the prerogative, by deciding on^jftand found princi¬ 
ple of precedent and law, that a diffiflution 
impeachment. The rclblution of 1678, therefore, Mr. 
Adam contended, was not only found and juft in itfelf, but 
was a refolurion of a Parliament whole reputation Hood as 
high for found conftirntional do&rine as any in the annals of 
our hifiory. With regard to the precedent of 1685, he 
he; repeat what had been laid about it;jbut mull 

* olifervation, that if in Head of having pafled in 

times when a iervile Houle of Loids, and a packed Houfe of 
Commons, chofen by hoioughs deprived of their legal rights, 
afling under a bigoted and milguided Prince, that refolution 
had paff^d in the beft of times, and under the moll perfect 
Parliament, it would with him amount to no authority; 
hreaufe it only removed one refolution without putting ano¬ 
ther in its place; and in doing fo, it left the principle entire, 
for it did not dare to Air the other judicial proceedings; if 
fo, it was*1 ike removing a rule of court, which a Court of 
Judicature v had a right to make to advance juftice or regulate 
proceedings, hut which can neither nuke law nor annul it. 
It left the matter then at the common law, without any re¬ 
gulation, and the mere queftion was, what in this refpedt was 
the lex Parliament} ? 

I»v the refolution of 1690, the cafe was not met; by that 
of Lord*Oxford the proteft went too far; by that of the 
Duke of Leeds in 1701, the rule of 1678 was obferved; 
but he faid as to thofe they had been fo fully argued upon 
by Mr. Anftiuther, the Speaker, and Mr. Pitt, that he 
would pnfs them by, and allude now to the cafes at common 
law, as ilrongly confirmatory of the continuance of the im¬ 
peachment. 

He ftated firft the cafe of Lord Danby, from Skinner’s re¬ 
ports, which fays, u 6 thly Writs of error on long prorogation 

“ ceafe 
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41 ceafe to be A fuporfedeas; but the party may have execut&fc 
M in B. R.<— a fortiori , where liberty is concerned, whififis 
44 fo much dearer than property. But in one cafe or other 
“ the Parliament, when it meets again, may go on; and if 
“ they reverfe the judgement the party will tj<j veftored to 
44 all they loft, and fo they may proceed to the trial of Lord 
44 Danhy In this cafe Lord Holt was cbunfel at the bar, 
Jeffries was Judge, and came down purpofe to do the job 
of the day ; and yet lie who was n<?t fetiered by any princi- 
ple of duty, who could fordee all the confequences of his 
admiflion, admits that all that is done is to enlarge Lord 
Danby’s cuftody, and that upon the meeting of the new Par¬ 
liament, they may, proceed to the trial of Lord Dan by \ fo 
far there is the authority of Jeffries, that inftrument of pre¬ 
rogative and oppreflion, (hat impeachment endures from Par¬ 
liament to Parliat^erfcl* The next cafe in the books is from 
: this^cafe arofe upon the application of 
Lord Salifbury to be bailed in 1690. Lord Holt, counfel 
for the prifoner in the former *cafe, was now Chief Juffice of 
the King’s Bench, and prefided at this application ; and he, 
who knew exactly all that had palled, fays expreffly, 44 That 
u commitments by the Peers endure from Parliament to 
w Parliament; that it was fo decided in Lord S^ ffo rd’s cafe, 
u who was committed bv one Parliament, tried/coiWi^d, 
44 and executed by another; and that Lord Danby’s being 
44 bailed to appear at the next feffion of Parliament was ail 
44 affirmance of the ^commitment, and a plain proof of the 
44 opinion of the Court at that time, that the commitment 
44 was not avoided or difcharged by prorogation or diffolu- 
u tion.” But this is not all ; for by a cafe m 1701, reported 
in Iath Modern, Mr. Adam faid it appeared, that where 
Lord Holt ftill prefided upon a queftion whether a writ of 
error being taken out ad proximam fejftoncm was* good, the 
Parliament having been diffolved, Lord Holt fays.by way of 
ill u ft rat ion, 14 If an impeachment be in one Parliament, and 
4 ‘ ferae proceeding thereon, and then the Parliament is dil- 
44 folved, and a new one called, there mav be a continuance 
44 on the impeachment.” Mr. Adam faid the authority of 
the reporter had been attempted to be deftroyed by a learned 
gentleman, (Mr. Attorney General), Mr. Adam 1 faid, he 
ihould deferve little credit from the Houfe if he held up as 
of great authority for accuracy a reporter who could not be 
Dated as accurate in Weftminfler Hall; that the bgd accu¬ 
racy of the report was of no confequence in the prefent in- 
ftance, its authority and the argument derived from it relied 
on the hiftorical fail of Lord Holt’s pofition refpeiling the 
continuance of impeachments ; upon that he refted the me¬ 
rit of the report, and fo far it had not been, and could not 
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invalidated. That Lord Holt* who was cpunfel for the 
J§ilh Lords in 1679, had twice* as Chief Juftice, delivered 
p^ s c!o£trine; that he was, perhaps* of all the Judges who 
^ever fit in Wcftminfter Hall, the Judge whofe authority was 
of molt importance in a point of parliamentary privilege; 
that he had been led to a full confideration of the privileges 
of both Hatties, and he had oppofed as a Judge in Well- 
minfter Hall the privileges. of both. In 1690, Lord 
Holt admits that Lord Salisbury could not be bxyleu, 
becaufe the impeachment continued. In 1696, be was 
the Judge who decided in fpite of the determination .of 
the Lords, that Lord Banbury was not triable for a ca¬ 
pital crime in the King’s Bench againft the privilege of 
the Lords. In 1701 he decided againft the privileges of the 
Commons in Afhby and White, and contended that a Court 
of law might try a right of voting at an election ; yet both 
before Loid Banbury’s cafe in 169^ namely, in 1690 he 
decides for the continuance of impe^chmer ^and af ter it, Jn 
1701, by the doftrine in 12th Morrern ; ancHWS? tO( 3 T$fien 
the privileges of the other Houfe were under his contempla¬ 
tion in Alhhy and White ; and all this is done by Lord Holt, 
who, his learned friend, Mr. Anftruther, had juftly and for¬ 
cibly obferved, was counfel for the Popilh Lords, who muft 
have kiupwiy and had frefli in his recolledlion, all the points 
atfM^rguments; f° that if any cafes deferred autho¬ 
ring Thefe dderve authority, as being delivered by a grave 
and learned Judge, who had more means of information on 
the particular cafe than any perfon of the times; who was 
not afiaid of combating the privileges of either Houfe of 
Parliament; whofe authority, therefore, on a quellion of 
this kind, may he defervedly reckoned higher than that of 
any Judge who has ever fat in Weftminfter Hall; becaufe if 
he had prejudices, they were prejudices unfavourable to the 
privileges of Parliament, when fet in oppofition to the Courts 
of Weftminfter Hall, and with all his leanings dtreilly 
againft the privilege, he admits the continuance of im¬ 
peachments. 

Mr. Adam faid, that upon the ground of precedent 
whether derived from parliamentary fources, or from the 
courts of Wefiminftep Hall, it was clear that diflolution 
workedjio change upon an impeachment. That thofe preci- 
dents in both cafes were fupported by the ftrongeft hiftorical 
observations, and evidently took their origin in the nature 
of the court, in the ground and foundation of itsjurifdi&ion 
being hereditary, not tempoiary, being derived from the 
patent of pee rage, not from the fummons to meet in Parlia¬ 
ment; that the Court never loft its identity, though its 
times of ailing dependedron the King’s will. That that will 

could 
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could be equally exercifed by the mode of prorogation 
diflolution : that this queftion as he had faid before, mu/ 
taken free and unfettered by afts of Parliament upofrflu, 
original form of conftitution. 

That the aft of King William, which made it impoflible 
for the King to interrupt Parliament meetin^/o? more than 
three years, ought in the argument to be left out of the cafe. 
—•That by the common law«of the conftitytion (if he might 
ufe*the expreffion) as diftinguiihed from the ftatute law, 
there was noobligation on the Crown to call Parliament; 
and if the neceflities of the King or kingdom did not require 
a Parliament, he might have gone on without one, either by 
diflolution or repeated prorogations. But when it met again, 
it was the fame coijrt that met before; with the fame power, 
the fame jurifdiclion, the famecaufes, and the fame judges— 
not perhaps tjie fa**ne individuals, but judges fitting by the 
fame title, whichy?as*iiereditary, not at will, or for life He 
'faLLiX irl< the argument on the other fide, 

that the interruption of the Court by prorogation 
did not annul an impeachment—but that diflolution did— 
and this was contended on the ground, that the profecuting 
body had loft its identity.—Or in other words, that the 
IIoufe of Commons did not confift of the fame perfonsin 
the eye of law, however it might be in faft. 

He faid, that the learned gentleman who had 
(the Attorney General) had noted on this particularly—and 
had argued, that the prefent HouTe of Commons muft he 
fuppofol totally ignorant of the whole that had pafled, and 
therefore incapable of going on with the profecution. Mr. 
Adam faid, this was in the true fpirit of what his right 
honourable frienJ who moved the queftion (Mr. Burke,) 
had fo truely termed the mooting of cafes in the Temple 
Hall, Mr. Adam faid, a gieat conftirntional principle 
was not to be decided by extreme and ahftraft cafes, but 
by the real folid principles of reafon and law, applied to the 
conduft of men, to the principles of the conftitution. 
and the exifting ftate of things. But, he faid, perhaps the 
heft way of anfwering one extreme cafe, was by putting 
another. It was admitted, on the other fide, that prorogation 
did not annul an impeachment; yet, it required no flretch of 
imagination to put a cafe, win re prorogation fhould operate 
upon the fluftuatingnature of mankind, to work the exaft 
phyfical impoffihility of going on, which was not, nftually 
true, but only politically True, (if true at all) in the cafe of 
diflolution. Suppofe Queen Elizabeth, whofe power, as to 
holding Parliaments, was not conftrained by any aft of the 
Legiflature, had, inftead of maintaining the confequence of this 
country among the other Powers of Europe, which created 
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public neeeffitl.es, and obliged her to hold Parliaments, 
^ 3 h been like her grandfather, Henry the Seventh, fru- 
' gal, parfimoriittus, and unambitious, ana had lived on the in* 
come of her Crown hnds and hereditary revenue, the Parlia¬ 
ment which met at the beginning of her reign, might have 
been contAv^d, by prorogations, to the end of it and an 
impeachment might have taken place at the begmmqg of the 
reign, which, according to the n^effary admiflion of the gen¬ 
tlemen on the other fide, mull have furvived to the laif yenr 
of her reign, entire and Mh aba ted. During the three and-forty 
yeirs it thit Queen’s reign, it is hardly fuppofahle, by the 
couifeof mture, but quite certain, by the flu&uation of re- 
preltnt ition, that any one Member of the Parliament ot the 
firfl yeir would be m the Parliament of the laft year; yet the 
Jiw is admitted to be, that the mmeachment did not drop, 
provided the Parliament was prolonged for forty-three years 
by piorogation, but that forty days oftiflojiition ends and an¬ 
nihilates it; yet the prorogation of forty-thr fe& Nwi w s lea\£&*uo 
ohe Membtr, nor no one veftige 01 trace ot tjie proceeding* 
7 'hfr diflblution lenes in Puliament, iti genefctn by all obfer- 
vation ofou the changes in Parliament, all or moft of the 
It ding md confequential men , all thofe whole fituation leads 
them to conduft affairs, or guide the bufinefs of Parliament, 
Mr ^kgn laid, fiom this extreme cife was to be elmved this 
HpiUrnt ol feivatjon—Tint the whole was aqutflion of ex¬ 
pediency—thit the necfcflity of ending the impeachment did 
not arik fiom diffolution , becaule the new Houfe of Com¬ 
mons being fill I, is the right honourahl^gentleman (Mi Pitt) 
had u til txprcfltd it, tl e legal organ of the People of England, 
who never die, could is well exprtfs their fenk in the new as 
in the foimei Parli iment, and in a nc w 1 irliaircnt, the lime, 
oi very miny of the fame perHns were returned, who did 
kn )w the f i£ls, who hid conducted the buhnefs, and therefore 
who could decide upon the expediency of proceedings; where 
as, a'trrijong prorogation, lueh as he had luppofed, the 
Mcniheis bring deid and gone, and retired, all memory and 
trace ot the proceedings being obliterated, the expediency was 
to end it. Yet the gentlemen on the other fide, on ihihaft 
fuppohtions, irgued a continuance in the one Calc, an abate¬ 
ment in the other, againft plain, pofiiive, exiftinj 1 'Hfls. But 
he laid, nil abfurdities of the diflolution weie antweied hv tl e 
fingle oblervation, tint they admitted the piopriety ol an a6l 
ot Parliament to make it lift from Parliament to Par ban mt, 
which never could be proper, if the abiurdities they contended 
for had any foundation. 

But Mr Ad im laid, that the gentlemen having conceded, 
as they mull concede, that prorogation dul not annul the im¬ 
peachment, had given up the queftion , for that there was no 
Vol. XXVIll. K k diflmc- 
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diftin&ion, in the opinion of Lawyers, or in the thing lift) 
between prorogation and diflolution. A learned gentlem^u 
(the Mafter of the Roli$) had endeavoured to remove the force! 
of Lord Coke’s authority, fo well referred to by Mr. Anftru- 
ther. Lord Coke fays, in his fourth Inftitute, “Each feflion 

is, in law, a feveral Parliament.” Why dq^'Lord Coke 
fay lb? Becaufe he mull have rcafoned upon all the different 
fun&ious of the Legiflature, and found it fo. For, whether 
Parliament is confulered .according to ;ts perfonal, deliberative, 
legiflative, or judicial functions, diflblutron and prorogation 
are the fame. He faid, if either Houle of Paihament, m its 
(lelihn.it 1 ve capacity, was engaged in anv invcfligation, dif- 
folut>on put an end to the proceeding ; hut fo did prorogation. 
If a legifla'ive act ( was in its progreis, diflolution put an end 
to that meafureof legifl itpm , fodhi pioiogation. as effectually 
and completely asdiiFuluiion. Dm mg the leflion of Parlia¬ 
ment, and coming anit^roing, t acli Membei had personal pii« 
vA j ge : pr&iluoe was put an end to hy diflolu- 

tit'll, loit was by prorogation. And the only rcafonwhv, in 
modern inm j s, that pi mJege* continued, was, that proroga¬ 
tions did now endure toi a period no long* r than Parliament 
thought neeefiaiv to permit the Mtmln is convenient!v to come 
.iiid go fiuin their homes to their dutu s in Parliament, and 
tn>m they duties hack to their homes. Ail thefe^hmgs, he 
laid, weie equally ended hy diflblution and prorogntion? 4 .ut 
nm more dh dually Iiy the firfl than the bit. But as to ju- 
di i ».d pioccedings, it is the rtveife ; there, belaid, they con¬ 
tinued. A writ ol error is confeifedly not ended hv a proro¬ 
gation ; neither is it by a diflolution. Why ? Becaufe proro¬ 
gation and diflolution are the fame in law. Each feflion, as 
Loni Coke fays, is, in law, a feveral Parliament. An appeal 
is not ended hy prorogation, neither is it ended hy diflolution. 
And thequeftion now is, whether an impeachment, that great 
ad of inquifttorial Power,whichcontroU Miniftersand judges, 
and proteds the conflicution, in its nature judicial in its pro¬ 
ceeding analogous to the trial of a Peer in a Court which 
never ceafes to cxsfl, though its time of adling may be inier- 
iupred at the will of the Crown, is to he an exception to 
tins great g^p^ral rule; ubethel that, without which all the 
relt would he life Ids, and of no avail, is to bend to .1 power, 
which fhakes none of the others ; whether, while a cauie 
between tw-> individuals refills the florm of prerogative, and 
in the flup*J of a writ of error, furvives diflolution, a cauls 
inflituted ..y the r e p refen tat ives of the Commons of England, 
lor theqfefves, and all the Commons of England, is to give 
way topower. 

Whether the inquifitorinl power of the Commons is to be 
the only-exception to that important principle of tht confti- 

tion, 
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, ui|:ion 9 that, with the fingle exception of Jthe people fending 
v *Tiew reprefentativcs, diffolution and prorogation<are the fame; 
-equally annulling perfonal privilege, deliberative and legiflative 
a£ts ; equally leaving judicial proceedings entire and un¬ 
touched. 

|»ut, faidMr. Adam, the learned gentlemen on the other 
fuie, lay, the repre lenfatives of the people are clungcd; and 
it would he a grievous hardfhip to go on with a prnfcciuioti, 
of which the new Parkament mull he cntucly ignorant " yet, 
the lame learned gentlemen admit, that the recoid does not 
abate, but only the proceedings on tint record. Upon their 
own analogv, ol the death of tin: Hnufe ol Commons being 
likethe demife of the Crown, y could not argue ihit the 
record was p/me ; hccauic, on"the cLmil^of the Ciown, the 
proceedings on an information or if|l idir-ent abates, but the in¬ 
formation itfeif remained. Mr. Adan^jfkM, wbat they meant 
to do with that record f Was it 10 riirum ima£h d upon f Was 
the pnfonur, or accuied, to n:main"or everxm*Ns»'it ? or was ' 
there to he a nsii pr'jequl by rlje Commons ? Or was there to 
he a proceeding r If a noli profetju?, of com fe it might as well 
abate, he laid ; for, whether a thing ended of it fell, or could 
not hr carried on, for the want of knowledge of the profecu- 
tors, was one and the fame thing. Was it to he earned on r 
,fJ^dked; for it it was, thui that either fuppofed inowltdge, 
means of acquiring it. But the recoid remained : then 
why, laid Mr. Adam, fhould not the proceeding upon it re¬ 
main r Why, the gentlemen on the other fide fay, hecaufe, by 
the demile of the Crown, proceedings .upon an information 
abate.—But what fort of proceedings f Thofe winch are pre¬ 
paratory to trial; the plea, and what are called, in the lan¬ 
guage of Weftminfter Hall, the continuances. But in that 
cale, there are nothing in the nature of the proceedings, but 
what is merely preparatory to impannelling the jury; where¬ 
as, in the cafe of this impeachment, the Lords are a jury ini- 
pannelltd’to try thecaufe of Mr. Haftings ; a jury who do 
not, he laid, fall within the rules of other juries, but who 
are equally known to*the conllitution as thofe delcrihed by 
his learned friend, (Mr. Erikine) and who, Mr. Adam laid, 
could only he difeharged from their duty like all other juries, 
by a verduSh The faft was, Mr. Adam faid, that all thofe 
analogies which were taken from other Courts, tended only to 
miflead ; becaufe the proceedings and principles of a£liou were 
fundamentally different. He faid, it was unneceffiry to enter 
n?inutely into the detail of the conftitution and forms of the 
Court of the King in Parliament, after what had been faid by 
a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt.) But it was clear, 
from the very Ample ft. and apparently moft infighificant of 
their modes, that they could not be compared with the trial 
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by j ur y. That when a jury was impannelled to try a cauft^ 
a judge prefrded—the Judge topk notes, but there was no 
flop to take down the queftion—no flop to receive the anfwei 
—no form which made the evidence, as it were, a record.— 
But all was done on the general imprefiion, and^s it were, 
i ino flatu . The jury could not ieparate, till they had given 
their verdift; could neither eat nor drink, or take refrelh- 
ment; and if they retired, they muft retire in cultody of a 
bailiff^ till they pronounced upon the prifoner they were im- 
pannelled to try. It was not fo in the Court of the King in 
Parliament; there the Court adjourned and continued, de die 
in diem 9 de fcjjione infejfionem , and, as he contended, dc Par - 
liamcnto in Parliamcntum; afo{ their proceedings and forms 
were all calculated *to luit *.hat conftitution. The evidence 
was laken in a different /aanner, Thequeflion. in (lead of 
being afked of the was put to the Court by the Ma¬ 

nager or Counfelj Xthe Cljancellor prefiding put the quiftion 
to the witnTKTtnat queltion being firil taken down by the 
clerk, wholikewife, before another queftion was put, took 
down the anfwer given by the witneis 'I bus, not the gene¬ 
ral effefli, but the grecife terms, were taken down preferved, 
and kept, for the benefit of the Court; who not only need not 
air be prefent, but where new perfons daily, from death, 
creation, 8fc. found their way into the Lourt, and migfii . 
legally give judgement of condemnation or acquittal. There¬ 
fore, if the argument, founded on the demeanor of a wit net's 
hot being feen by the profecutors, had any foundation, it ap¬ 
plied more flrongly to* the Court: for if a perlon might judge, 
who had not feen a witnefs examined, furely a profecutor 
might alk for judgemeitt who had not feen him examined. 
Yet fuch was the conftitution of the High Court of Parlia¬ 
ment, as laid down in all the law books, as arifrng out of its 
very form and origin. • 

He contended that all that he had Paid was eftablilhed to 
fie the conftitution of the Court by Mr* Juftice Fofler, in 
his moft excellent and able difeuffion o/ the queftion of the 
Court of the King in Parliament being diffolved by the Lord 
High Steward having broke his rod before the time for the 
execution of Lord Ferrers was fixed \ from which, he faid, 
that important conftitutioual fa& appears, which he. men¬ 
tioned before, that the office of Lord High Steward is not 
neqeffary to conftitute the Court of the King in Parliament, 
Juftice Fofter, he obferved, laid it down in that cafe, 
that “ Every proceeding of the Houfe of Peers, acting in \ti 
u judicial capacity, whether upon writ of error, impeach- 
“ ment, or indi&ment, is in judgement of law a proceeding 
u of the King in Parliament; therefore this Court of out 
e< £ord the King in Parliament is founded upon immemo* 

u rial 
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** ■ rial ufage, upon the law and cuftom of Parliament, and is 
11 part of the original fyItem of our conftitution. 

44 It is open for all ine purpofes of judicature during the 
(e continuance of the Parliament; it openeth at the begin- 
“ ningj v^vl fliutteth at the end ot every ieflion : juft as the 
(( Court of King’s Ifrnch, which is likewile in judgement of 
44 law held before the King himlejf openeth and fhutreth 
44 with the term, » 

44 The authority of ihis Court, or, if I may ufe the ex- 
44 preflion, its conflant aSiviiy for ilie ends of public julWe, 
lc independent ot any IpeciH^owers derived from the Crown, 
u is not doubted in the cafe or writs of error from thole Courts 
g ‘ of law whence error lieth inSftrliument* and impeachments 
“ for mifdcmeanors. ^ 

4 ‘ I will not recapitulate : The Safes 1 have cited, and the 
w conclufions drawn from them, JIB brought into a very 
44 narrow compafs; 1 will only add? that found ex- 

44 tremely harfh to fay, that a Court of Criminal Junf- 
44 diction, founded in immenfforial ufnge, and held in judge- 
44 ment of law before the King himfelf, can, in any event 
44 whatever, be under an utter incapacity of proceeding to 
44 trial and judgement either of condemnation or acquittal, 
“ the ultimate obje&s of every criminal jy*oceeding, 
^without certain fupplementa! power derived from the 
14 Crown,” 

Prom this, he faid, it appeared that the Court in which 
the Commons impeached, was the Court in which a Peer was 
tried, that it was the fame Court whiclT tried writs of error; 
that in no cafe did it require the King to fupply it with pow¬ 
ers to enable it to a£l, but poflefled thofe powers inherently, 
and in its owii nature and constitution ; that the Crown, as 
he had faid before, only give it a day , that in the language of 
Mr. Juftice Foflcr, it openeth at the beginning, and iliutteth 
at the end ot every felfion, as the King’s Kench openeth an<} 
/huttelh with the term. 

That upon all thefe grounds he founded his opinion clearly 
and decifively; and he faid there was only one thing before 
lie came to the laft head ; that of the expediency on which 
he wiflied to fay a word or two. He faid a learned gentle¬ 
man, the Mafter of the Rolls, had laid it down as a pofition, 
that no allufion fhould be had to the impeachment of Mr. 
Haftings in the queftion now difeufling. He could not fay 
the learned gentleman had kept his Word ; for that through¬ 
out his fpeech he had again and again talked of the delay and 
length of time in that impeachment. Mr. Adam faid, he, 
did not yvilh to give the debate the leaft turn towards the 
merit or demerit of the "Managers of that impeachment, of 
Which he had hii pure of blame if there was any, That a 
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day would come when that queftion muil have a fair and full 
difeuffion of that fubjefl; when he pledged himfelf to 
prove, that if there was due regard paid to the extern 
of the charges, the number of fa£ls proved, the medium by 
which they were proved, the days exh.lulled in jailing the 
record, the time taken in fettling preliminary matter, the 
ambulatory na f uie of the Court winch obliged them to re¬ 
tire Vo difcufs every queftion in the Chamber of Parliament, 
the number of days were not many ; nay, he could venture to 
fav. could hauliy have been abiidgetPfey any means that could 
hr iuggefted ; that the fair mode ol' eftimatmg the duration of 
the impeachment was not by ft’&ons of Parlum-mt, but num¬ 
ber of days. 1 hat the nutf )er tit days had been a few 
above fixty . that tfie bfliphs bad bt- n three 1 , why, becaufe 
but few dav- bad pv«i in each we« h. and tint they had 
always In en late of brginning, and the t\iufe which two years 
ago bad Uj ju«-:n djKf all public hufintfs, Impended the com- 
roena merit of the impeachment til! the month of April. 
Mr. Adam bogged, therefore, <hat this fuppoied delay might 
not influence the opinion nf the Committee upon grounds of 
piejudice, wlvne a great conftiuitiomd quellion, no lefs than 
ihc exigence of the iupieme mqmfiton.il power of the Com¬ 
mons, was agitated - the moll important quellion to the li¬ 
berty of Lngliihmm tlut bad hem agitated during the pre. 
fent century. A queltion in which the rights of the Com¬ 
mons not to have their impeachments interrupted by the a#s 
of the Crown, was founded on the ground of parliamentary 
prect dent; decifions %f courts of common law. On the 
nature of the Court Indore winch the proceeding was held, 
ami of the power when preferred, which, as had been well 
obferved hy the honourable gentleman who had (poke before 
him, was founded not in precedent, or practice, or hiftory, 
but in tins, that we live under a free conilitulion ; t»nd as in 
the cafe of a pardon being pleadable in bar of an impeach¬ 
ment, it was contended no luch right could belohg to the 
jCJiown without annihilating the effect of impeachment; fo 
here, diifdulion cannot end it without the fame effe£l. 

Under thefe impieif.ons, Mr, Adam laid, he felt his mind 
fo clearly f'atisfied that it was almoil unneceflary to have re- 
courle to any other fouice—But the ground of expediency 
vyas one which prefled io flrongly on Ins mind that he could 
not avoid fay ing a word or two upon it—He (aid, Lord Hale, 
in the trail fo often quoted, difcufling the attempt of the 
Lords to hold juiifdiition, in the full inftance ufed thefe 
words—If we may judge of what is unlawful, by what is 
highly inconvenient, there is no original jurifdidion in the 
Lords Houfe of Parliament. So here—if we may judge of 
Vfliat is unlawful hy what is diftrudtive of the confutation, 

there 
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there can be no abatement of impeachment by diflolution— 

It has been faid, with great truth, that the inquifitorial power 
of the Houfe of’Commons muft be independent of the a£U 
^of the Crown. Mr. Adam faid, this was a neceflary xeiult 
from that main principle of the conflitution, that the King 
can do'fcs^wrong. That principle was what feeured the 
liberty of the people, by entrenching the fecunty of the 
Prince.—It rendered the fupreme executive Magistrate locusc 
and permanent, by .rendering all his a£l$ unquelViCfttablc, 
who would otherwhere the fport of party contention, and 
court intrigue. But while the King could do no wrong, 
and was thereby removeSJrom all inquiry, it was neccfliiy 
that His minillers fhould nethe lubjeft of 1 lie inquifitorial 
power of the Commons unfettered by aijy leftraint. Whether 
appointed to admisuiler the ftat&i the revenue the military* 
or to diflrjhutc 1 the juftice of rise country.—Whether to 
direct the gieat anil neceflaiy aftsiff government at home or 
abroad.—That if thole minillers Cvere c;ipahlfW>f Ikreening 
themfelves by procuring a pardon, in bar of an impeachment, 
by preventing the Kmg from*appointing a high fteward as a 
neceflary part of the court, by adviling linn to diflblve the 
Pailiament, or by any other act of prorogarive, that 
inquifitoiiui power, which Lid and hound the whole 
together, whirl* at once h cured the rdpojiiibility oi 
minifteis, and ur* Ip-mfibiilrv ot the Crown, was loft ami 
deflioyed. The clavs of Charles the fecond, who to ikr en 
his chancellor, put the feal to Lord Danby’s pardon 
wnh Iiis own tun 1, ought again tetui n. Lord Bacon’s con¬ 
duct might have h.=vn protected, .m3 judges might openly 
holdout their hands to take a hiihe. But above all, that im* 
poituiit principle or the irrefponfibility of the King, which 
is founded on the s iponiihilitv of his Minillers, and which 
is feeured by the K*ng having no prerogative, by which im¬ 
peachment can he annulled, would he put an end to. And 
tins moft important act ol the Houfe of Commons of no 
avail—On every principle therefore, as well as every prece¬ 
dent, Mr. Adam laid, he heartily voted for the motion, and 
had not a doubt that no partoi the proceed’iig abated; but all 
remained in Jiatu quo, to be proceeded on according to the 
direflrcn of the floule, at the beginning of a leflion of a new 
Parliament, as at the beginning of a ftfficn of the lame 
Parliament. 

Mr. Serjeant lVo 4 fon thought that the idea of an impeach- jvir.Serje 
ment not abating with a diflolution, \\ as contrary to the law anC Wat 
of the land. The Serjeant adverted to the precedent of 1701; ibn. 
and mand feveral obfervations reflecting it. He concluded 
with exprefling a wilh that a Committee (hould be appointed 
to examine into the journals of the Houfe of Lords, and re¬ 
port precedents more at large. 


Mr. 



[r. Pitt, 
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Colnnc. 

Simcoe 
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Mr. P/M propofed to adjourn u before, but to a(k leave to 
lit again upon the motrow, as feveral gentlemen had not yet 
had an opportunity of being heard, 

The Committee adjourned, and the Houfe alfo adjourned " 
immediately. 

• f*?"* * 

Thtirfday, 2 $d Deccthler, 1796. T 


Mr. Hippejlty without any preface, moved that there be 
jaid-before this Houfe copies or extracts of all the correfpon- 
dence between the Supreihe Court jf Bengal and the Prefi- 
dency of Madras, upon the fubjef 1 ! of the attack of Tippoo 
Sultan, upon the lines of the H^ali of Travancore. 

Ordered. r / 

The-order of the*day for taking into fartlier confideration 
the ftate in which the impeachment of Warren Haflings, 
Efq. flood at the diflblutiun of the laft Parliament, having 
been read,andSir Peter jiu^rell having taken his feat at the table, 

Colonel <&nntoc riling, obferved, that upon the prelent oc- 
cafion, he had formed his opijiion rather from reafon than 
precedents; that he had liftened with great plcafnre to the 
able and eloquent fpeech which the Committee had heard the 
pieceding day from the tight honouiahle the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer; and that he felt conviction from the force of 
his arguments, and the additional light lie had thrown upon 
the whole fuhje£t. I le had, therefore no fcruple to declare 
his opinion that the impeachment either wap, or ought to be 
depending; and this opinion he gave independently of any 
predilection for our Afiatic territories ■ he had always turn¬ 
ed from them with an averted eye, and uniformly confidered 
our pofleffmg them, at hell, hut as a precarious ufurpation. 
Colonel Simcoc next took notice of the manner in which 
the right honourable mover of the queftion under the confix 
deration of the Committee, and for which he meant to vote, 
had thought proper to treat a worthy friend of his on the 
fir A day, that the fubjeCl of the impeachment came before 
the Houle. Without giving any anfwer to the arguments 
o f the honourable gentleman, or faying a fyliable relative to 
the journals on the table, which the honourable gentleman 
had charged with containing refolutions contradictory of 
each other, and which the honourable gentleman had fiated 
to be the reafon that had induced him to alter the opinion he 
once had entertained of the impeachment of Mr. Haftihgs, 
and to oppofe the Chairman’s leaving the Chair, the right 
honourable gentleman had chofen to hold out intimidating 
language to the honourable gentleman, and to the Houfe in 
general; to charge the honourable gentleman with having 

E ut on a fuit of call clothes, and to*have become a convert, 
: his honourable friend was become a convert (the Colonel 

(faid 




faid) he would tell the right honourable gentleman the tea- 
fon. It was in confequence of that right honourable gentle- 
Vfnan’s own converfion; it was becaufe he had thiown off the 
clothes that he had fo long moved in, and at length put on 
the true "^pftitutional drefs. He wilhed the light honouia- 
ble gentleman joy of his new garb, fince the robe of tiuth 
became him better than the raiment of Rome or Gieece; 


might the mantle long continue to cover him! Cq^onel 
Simcoe, in conclufion, repeated his admonition, and hoped 
the right honourable gentleman would not again hold the 
language ot menace to lefpC&able gentlemen, who afted upon 
the molt difintenfted motives in that Houle, and were con¬ 
tented to do their duty honesty and confcientioufly to the 
belt of their judgement, without gplvuncfng the leaft pieten- 
fions to a competitorflnp with meto of fypenor talents, and 
more confirmed celebrity. 

Mi. Bu>kc begged leave to tellfthe honouiahle gentleman 
who had ipoken Lift, and wlio had cholen to ifiakc him the 
object of fuch pointed animJtdvc ifions, that although the y 
agreed nr the gene.al principle, \ct their application to the 
particulai rale was Widely diffeient. The honourable gen¬ 
tleman Had flated fomethmg about the clothing ot another 
relpeflahlc Member; hut of thn he was. confident, that the 
fuit had not been taken fiom his wardiobe, and neither relem- 


0 

Mi liurkc 


bled his patUr.i in the ftjF, or trimmings. It was a coat 
which had he^n brought forward Lift ftflmn, . nd which lud 
beenoffeied to the honouiable gentleman, but i« fueled with 
dildam. It was a coat which had t!v*n been worn by a friend 
of Mr. Hailmgs, and to nopait of wlvch lit* c ri.nnl) could 
, lay any claim. He hoped, theiefore, that he fliould n )t 
have the merit of clothing the honourable gent! mm, till it 
could btj fhevsn, that the coat which lie had adopt'd, was cut 
according to his pattern. It was remaiktd that he had no 
need the conveiiion of the honourable gentleman, but not the 
reafons which he had affignr d as its motives. If 1^ had not 
noticed thefe lcalons, it w is becaufe he had htnid n > rtalons 
which had not been frequently ftated before, and which had 
not been before over and over again uiged m the Lift Pailu- 
ment by Mi. I Liftings'* agents, and over and ovtr again re¬ 
futed and defpifed by the honouiable gentleman hunk If as 
well a* by him and the Houfe. by what means have thebaic- 
jefled and defpiled arguments become, fince the difloletion, 
lo very convincing to linn as totally to abtr Ins opim n 5 
When the houfe, as one of its Lift a£K, h ul i demnlv | !c gi d 
ufelf to the Public, in a formal luolution, uiteied on the 
journals, and printed ip the votes, foi peidt-venng in t is 
profecution until judgement could he obtained ;» why <Ld 
not the arguments then urged, which have fince wtought 
Vol, XXVIII. L 1 fuch 





fuch ach aangtin his mind, then occur to him ? They were 
then freflhter on his memory, than they can be now. Why 
did he not then declare hicnfelf converted, and' endeavour to** 
fave the Houfe from that pledged and foLmn dilatation; 
and which now they cannot retrafl without covering them- 
felves witheverlafting infamy? 

But the gentleman who fpoke laft ex prefled fomething 
aboutjns own converfion, which has reltored him io that 
gentleman’s good opinion. If any gentleman could (hew 
him a ieafoa why the Crown fhooM poflefs the power of 
putting an end to impeachments tyy a diffolution of Parlia¬ 
ment, he would then indeed b^-ome a convert. Were he 
convinced by aiguinent that,l%f- was in tlie wrong, he was 
ready to yield to iis tuithurivr. Jiut in the mean time, his 
conduit lud been uniform, ^iis opinions had been publifhed ; 
anJ there was no part oK*,jther which afforded any ground 
for the inlinuation that il.igh* be intended by the plirafe 
conve. lion. He had been acculed too of (peaking in 
:i ftyle of menace, a l>it of language which he was not ac- 
cuitom.d to employ• He had Lid, indeed that if the Crown 
had the power of putting an end to impeachments hy a dif¬ 
folution of Parliament, Hi; Conititution would he deilioyed. 
This conveyed a warning L f the c mfetjuenc s of fuch a mea- 
lure to themlcl vcr> and ihtir poOei'ty, It was the m> attire 
and not he that menaced. He was happy indeed to find 
that gentlemen had taken up Hu; queftion on the principles 
of realon, as well as on the authority of prec< dent* In a 
quell ion which concerned the fafety and wclfaie of the peo¬ 
ple, every con fulcration, t what ha<l a tendency to pro¬ 

mote rhefe great objects became fupeH- dec! : Sa/a* popuVi fn - 

previa lex; puma nx> mid'.a l ,v. As precede nU however are 
one ground, though only one ground of kg a! argument, they 
ought not to he t chilled, as thev nr: evidence of legal tradi¬ 
tion, and fhew what was reputed iaw ar the time of their 
being given. They outfit for this purpofe to be (hewn to 
have the qualities fit to render precedents of full authority 
in law. they ought lobe (hewn, i. To be numerous, and 
not (catered here ami t here—?, Concurrent and not contradic¬ 
tory and mutually dCtuuMiw —To be made in good and 
conflituiional times —4. Not to he made to fierce an occa- 
lion—5. To be agn. t\.i>k to the general tenor of legal prin¬ 
ciples which overrule pr- v ch-nts, and are not to he over^ 
ruled by them. Has at»v attempt been made to prove fuch a 
courfb of [M'-ced?* its, or to overbear fuch a body of authority 
as theft win) b 1*. e k.-un cited, in favour of the continuance? 

The g'MU Icnien of Hu- law, of whole arguments be was 
Concerned to find that he had formed loo languine expecta¬ 
tions, inftead of ku-pirg thcmfeJves, elevated to the height 

of 
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of their own capac^r, hs€, in what they had (aid, feemed to 
lower themfelves to a level with their auditors, and to confult 
«*lefs their own powers of information, tharithemean abilities of 
thofe whom they addrefled. With aftoniflinftnt, he declared, 
that no^mpe iingle ray of legal light had been thrown on the 
queftion m>m that quarter. The reafon, however, which he 
iiMffft otherwife have been at a lofs to explain, had at laft been 
affigncd by an honourable gentleman who fat near him* and 
who had candidly acknowledged that he did not feel himfelf 
Jo much at home . Tnl\ reafon had now been afcertained ; 
and indeed feemed equalhjvto apply to all the gentlemen of 
the long robe; they aid n^fecl themfelves at home . They 
were only fojourners here; tSfcy only jjprched in their flight 
to a higher region. This was f!ly the feat of tlieir pilgri¬ 
mage, they had in view a better cbuntrjfc, for which they re- 
ftrved the full difplay cf their kr^tfledge and their talents. 
They only exerciled themfelves here in fldrmifibing with the 
rights of the Commons, with which, in the other Houfe 
they meant to carry on a waf. All they could afford to give 
us here was a fort of quarter feflions law, a law minorum 
gentium . It was true indeed, that an honourable and learned 
gentleman had declared himfelf nervous, and had mo- 
deftly declined all claim to eloquence. Why fttf>uld he de¬ 
cline a claim to what all the world allows him, and to what 
alone he has had lecourfe in this debate? It is plain he 
trufts in that, and in that only. lie has confefled, that he 
had not examined the Journals of the f ^oufe of Commons, and 
is pleafed to aflerr, that he had not had acc*Ts to the Journals 
of the other Houfe; which are printed and acccifible to the 
whole world; he only produced in his hand a pamphlet, to 
whofe contents, if he trufted to fupply him with argument, it 
was not£afy to fee what reliance he could have, except in 
his eloquence. The courfe of that eloquence was flopped; 
he was fuddeHly feized with an indifpolition, which ob¬ 
liged him then to difeontinue his difeourfe, and forry he 
was for any indifpofition which fliould deprive them of a 
difplay of the honourable gentleman’s abilities. However 
this want of matter, and want of health, was hut the mis¬ 
fortune of a day. He had received his flrength, and he had 
come down again furnifhed, as it might he fuppofed, with 
an irrefiftible battery of argumrnt, of niecccicnt, prepared 
to repel all doubt, and heat down all nppofhion. No, 
no fiich matter; but juft at the moment of hi* anival, (and 
a friend in need is a friend imVcJ.) ho had he^n furniflied 
by a friend with a precedent, on .which he refled the whole- 
weight of his caufe; with this precedent, he faid, that ho 
Would furprife and aftonifli the Houfe. Jt might be ex¬ 
pected (continued Mr. Burke) that i waited the mention of 

L 1 a this 
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this formidable precedettt*with tfo frnall degree of impati¬ 
ence andapprehenfion; but when I heard it, I muft own that 
1 was furprifed and aftonifhed. This Knight Errant, whom* 
he had chofen** his champion to break a lance with the Houfa 
of Commons, was a Sir Adam Blair. 

The real ftate of the cafe was thus :—In 1689, this Sir 
Adam Blair had been impeached by the Commons Wferc 
the^-Lords of High Treafon, a little before the end of Parlia¬ 
ment. Upon its diffolution, inftead of getting rid of the 
impeachment, he had remained a p^/oner in Newgate, and had 
not been fet at liberty till eighteenths after the meeting of 
the new Parliament, when th/*Lords finding that the Com¬ 
mons declined to proceed, di£jiarged him. Has not now this 
Knight-Errant proved ^/Knight-Recreant, and inftead of 
fupport ng the par/y, whom he was brought to defend, de- 
ferted to us? 1 admire^ady wit; I admire prompt and ex¬ 
temporaneous eloquence* But prompt deliberation, extem¬ 
poraneous refcarch, and fudden judgement, do not|demand my 
refpeft fo powerfully. In a eafe that required refearth and 
confutation, ought he not, before he adopted it into his 
reafoning, to have paid fome attention to the ftatement of 
fsuSs ? But the honourable gentleman had afligned the reafon 
cf all this; he d’d wt fed himfelf at home . r l lie bar was the 
lcene of his wealth, of his reputation, of his fame; this 
was only the feene of his duty. It was related of Lewis 
XIV. that all his children by his Miftrefles were handfome 
and vigorous, while thofe by his wife were puny; his phy- 
lician, when he was afked the reafon, replied, that his wife 
had only the rinfmgs of the bottle. So they had only the 
refufe part of the honourable gentleman’s abilities; they ob¬ 
tained him folely at fecond hand. T his was the feene of 
his duty, the other the ft ene of his pleafure : 

“ We rake his body, they his mind, 

u Which has the better bargain r” 


This partiality for home was eafily accounted for; home is 
home be it never fo homely, and, in conference of this par¬ 
tiality, the gentlemen of the Long Robe were led to mea- 
fure the proceedings of Parliament by thofe of the Courts, 
and to preferibe the rules cf the Courts as the ftahdard of 
the ufage of Parliament. Here they were only militant, 
and gave to Royal prerogative all that weight which in their 
future fituations they might he called to fupport. To us, 
who are only ordinary Members of Parliament, the rights of 
the Commons are every, thing. Without them we have no 
exiilence. We have no other ground to retire to. Fight¬ 
ing for them we fight pro arts ct focis. Hitherto the Mem- 
fc«rs of the Houfc (betaufc in this Houfe they were at bme) 

bad- 
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had feme fort of affe&ionate leaning, and fond donveftick 
family partiality towards then privileges. They took it for 
# -granted, that what they poflefled in favour of their conftitu- 
ents, was 1 lwfully poflefled. 1 hey thought that what was 
nevtr deputed here, ought not to be dilputed any where. 
They emptcyed argument and lefearch, to defend their right 
**«g*ift thofe who attacked them, and not to raife quefhons 
amongft themtelves and againft themfelves ; or tofurm^i of- 
fenfive weapons to their adverfanes, by teaching them to 
doubt the 1 gality of befl-fouuded claims. It is now 9 
for the firft time, that thfc«a re ai rived to that pitch of can- 
doui as to fet to work all hunteis after precedents, all 
the Ictatchers of parchment|^U the revivers of dead ink, 
with i view, it pofiible, to tfifcoi<«r a flato in their own title. 
It was fliange that ttfiy fhould advife # them to fearch the 
obfcure recefles of antiquity, Specially when thefe re¬ 

cedes were granted to be obfcaC, and leaving the ioltd 
ground ot poifcffion on which they flood in the quellions of 
the Loids, declaied juridically (peihips legiflatively too) in 
their favour, in the refolutious of 1673 a,u ^ *678, to tr y 
whether fome mouldy paichmcut might l>e raked out to dif- 
poflefs them ot their pofleflion under that folemn decree. 
What rendered it Hill moie ftrange was, that this fearch of 
obfeunty was to prodecelightjundanemllefslengthcfin- 
veftigation was piopoftd as a remedy of d j h), and with a 
view to promote promptitude of proceeding 111 this tual. 

Another honouiable gentleman of the Long Robe lnd 
compla»ned of this delay. What rendered the complaint 
finguhi was, that the honourable gentleman had been an 
eminent piafhtioner, and w is now a Judge of Chancery, 
a Court which had not hitheito been famed for the cele- 
uty ot its decifions. And certainly till the time of the 
honourable gentleman, who, no dot hr, had efitfled a re* 
form m.that rtfpefl, any complaint of delay fiom this 
quaiter, could not but have carried with it an air of lidiqule. 
It was a new circumflance that the Court of Chancely 
thould inhiu£t Parliament to be more expeditious in its 
proceedings But why did not thefe gentlemen, who corn* 
plained ot the length of the piocetdings of Parliament, at 
once Bung in a bill to fhorten its continuance, an I, as it 
frequently had bcc n fuggefled before, to make it triennial, 
biennial, or annual, 01 oftenei if need be, hnc A , by thefe 
means ill then putpofes of expedition would be cffetflualiy 
an* wend. Ih 1 mfe mufl then u r, not with its nature and 

meins, but with the Pailiamenr, wuh whole duration the 
thread ot its life was twilled. But, pel haps, the moft furpnfing 
objedlion which had ptoceeded from a Member of the Law, < 
was that which had been flated to written cv idence* It was 

well 



f AltLIAMfeNTARY A. 1790. 

well known that there was no other fort of evidence employed 
hi Chancery, except in particular cafes. The Judges in all 
the Courts take notes, and not only for their own ufe, bat 
for the inftru<Shon of the Jury, and the fummmg up of the 
evidence. It is Angular, that the things piovid^d as aids to 
the known frailty of memory, fliould be alledged as reafons 
for rcjedhng memory fo affiiled, and admit nothing wta^ii 
to he a ground of judgement. How comes the memory to be 
Wolfe for that which is always done in perpetuam in memo- 
riam 9 But, when was this objejJ'fon ftarted ? Why was it 
not proposed during the threitf concluding years of the 
former Pailiament? Was frot vvntten evidence then as 
bad as it is now? ^Was it 4 ijtt found our till after thp dif- 
lolution of Parliament is it now, for the firfi timt, 
brought forward, ,when the charges might lx (Lppofed to be 
nearly fimflied ? The' 1 ?, otive of all tins it w not difficult 
to afcertayi. The culpVit was now on the t\ j ot making 
his defence. Any former attempts in hiN d fence had been 
found mifclnevous m the extreme; and fron uh t w..s to 
follow, the fame conferences might be npo ehended At 
this moment of his penl, therefore, ♦*. \ uttipoled, and 
wilhed to (natch him away A n a cloud fiom the unequal 
confluSt l\»*twf en his cu'e and his d ft nee. 

The proportion which all thelc oh unions Ins bten in¬ 
tended toeiiabhfh wa^, that impeachments •’trmi nte with a 
diflolution of 1 aih iment, a^d ar°, ot co ]uenct, fufvnfl to 
the will of the Cio\jn. But n their attempts to ill w that 
this was law, they ha 1 never endcavouud to piove that law, 
thusadmimfteted, was conducive to jult cc In treating of the 
excellence of any art, it w is ufual to i 1 uilr ite tlie advantages 
with which itsextrcift w is attended. Why then lnd they not 
fhewn that thisexerciie )f law was buu hcnl - W hy hid they 
not pointed out its (ndcncy to conuit gult, ' , nd ilcir inno¬ 
cence; or how could they ju*hfy tint law, the >nly 
of which that could be p rctivul, w is to pi ovule for the 
concealment and impunity of guilt? In contending for the 
law on the principle of its defett, tluv adltd in the fame 
manner as it they had enumerated the gmt, ftone, and other 
difeafes, to which the body is fubjtfl among the parts of the 
conftitution. lnfttad of leprefentmg tlitir lidy of liw as a 
beautiful woman well ptopoitiomd, they had lepiefented 
her as an uglv, dcrirpit, md nif fiiaptn crippled hag. 
They breik a lance with rP cornu s, not for tie beauties 
and perfections of then miitn (s; hist foi hu (linking bieath, 
and her toothl* is gums. \\ ith them, juilice may mumble 
a rich criminal, but can never devour b m. Juftice is to do 
every thing hut judge. Kvcry accident works a dilcontinu- 
ance in her piocefs. She always fights to be defeated. Her 
* wotk- 
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work is always to begin, never to end. The defers of the 
law are the objects, not of the.apology, but of the claim of 
its aflertors, and they have fworn allegiance to her divine er¬ 
rors and indeliable defe&s. 

We coiftsiid that the law of Parliament knows of no fuch 
.a monfirous and fhameful defect, as that by which a ftate 
cfWIWal may he enabled to free himfelf, by his own a&, and 
by his own pleafure, from the purfuit of his country. J 5 ut 
the gentlemen of the LongRobe deny the exiftence of a law 
of Parliament, and maintaVn that there can be no law but 
what is underffood and pnfc&ifed in their Courts. Well 
then, though we never fhaliVillow that wild, falfe, dan¬ 
gerous, and unconstitutional dotir^, for^a moment, let us 
go upon their own grounds, and fee whether they will abide, 
by the conduit of the Courts below, 9 upon this very 
point. As they decline this too,hey know that their 
ground is, if pofhble, more untenable on the law reports and 
law digeffs, than on the decilityis and precedents of Parlia¬ 
ment. W hen the law of their own Courts had, in one of the 
moil eloquent fpeechcs, perhaps, ever deliveicd within theie 
walls, been fliown to apply direfily and conclufively againft 
their pTitions, what courl'e do they take? Will it he be¬ 
lieved, that after they had endeavoured to annihflate the 
law of Parliament, they have fei thcmfelves to invalidate all 
; the authorities of that very law of their Couits to which 
they had funk the authority of the fupreme and fovereign 
law of this conftiiution. Oppofe to them Comyns's Digejt! 
tell them that the hrft in rank of their Judges calls it not 
only a great authority, ns a judicious compilation of autho¬ 
rities, but great authoiity as being that of the comp ler 
himfrlf. They rejelt this great authenticated digeft; and 
give it no hjrce but what is formed on its references to re¬ 
ports. Well then, give up to the profeflors, as good for no¬ 
thing, their‘own digeft of their own law, and while they 
lend you to their Reports. T here, too, the ground fails un- 
cler you—you are worfe off—you are hogged deeper and 
ideeper—They tell you, in fo many words, that their Reports 
Care confuted, perplexed, obfeure, inaccurate, and wt re pub- 
piflied after the death of the writers, from their notes, by per- 

E ons who did not underftand their meaning. Providentially, 
hey have found a namelel’s note, in the hands of a namelefs 
>erfon, which had belonged to his gran ’Lthci, who was alfo 
lamelefs, though a learned judge; and that paper mentions 
nothing of what appears politic ly in the jeported cale. Such 
i valuable difeovery could not he fuffichntlv piized; and had 
t been in the hands of this\mknown gentleman's grandmo- 
her, it might perhaps have proved as much. Now obferve 
vhere at Jaft thefe gentlemen of the Long Robe have led us. 

We 
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We have nothing to induce us, after renouncing every fpe- 
cies of public recognized law, both of the Parliament and 
of the Courts, to follow their opinion, but a pocket note, 
in the pofTeffion of perfons not mentioned, grandchildren 
of fome grandfather or grandmother, but except^oy them- 
felves never leen, and which even now is not produced, but_ 
which when pioduced will (they tell us) fay nothing 
upon one tide or the other of the queftion. Is this then the 
law to which we are to facrificeydl the known authentic 
fcources of jurifprudence, the mffvileges of Parliament, the 
juftice of the kingdom, the oi^y fecurities for our conftitu- 
tion r Are we to give upXq^thofe and their grandmothers 
ail the patrimony of o^ijTpoflerity, all the inlututions of 
#ur progenitors? 66 ThHaws, the rights, the glorious plan 
u of power delivered *down from our great fathers ? w No: 
they lhall not perfuad^us to a f\ in this manner. Thefe 
are not tKe lenfons which will jufiify us in fuch facrifices. 
Let us take care of ourfcIves 4 Thefe gentlemen of the law, 
driving us from law to law, would, in the end, leave us no 
law at all. 

Shut out from all their profi-fiional refources, thefe gen¬ 
tlemen at hfl have recourfe to hiftory to find fomething for 
their pufpofe. He did not deny the uft: of hiftory in ex¬ 
plaining law ; but he could by no means approve of the at¬ 
tempt to fritter away law by hiftory. The evidence of hif- 
tory, however, would be found equally in favour of the con¬ 
tinuance of impeachments. Of this Charles II. himfelf w r as 
ftrongly lenfible in the condudl which he purfued on the im¬ 
peachment of his Minifter, the Earl of Danby. '1 hat prince, 
in the fpeech from the Throne, continued by his Chancellor, 
tells exprefsly to his new Parliament, that he would not 
difeharge the Earl of Danby, hscaule he was under an im- * 
peachment of the laft Parliament, and ought to be tried in 
the new. Here is a declaration in our favouV from the 
Crown, prey ion fly to a Jingle ftep taken by this Hcufe ; which 
{hews that the King and his Chancellor adted on the 
clear known recognized law, not on any c’aim of the Com¬ 
mons* r l he Houle afterwards took it up on the fame 
ground. T hey lent word to the Lords to remind them of 
the depending impeachment of Lord Danby. Here the 
Iloufe affirms the principle. The Lords take it into confi- 
dferation, and they folemnly determine and adjudge, that an 
impe. chment is not difeontinued by the diffbluton of Par¬ 
liament. They tell ns it was a point we had gained. We 
were punctilious. It became us to be fo. J o fay we had 
gained a point, did not necell uiltr infer that we had gained 
anv thing hut our right. J»i:t we did not hear a Ihadow ot 
aa.biguity in exprelhons* We would not take it to be con- 

fideied 
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lidered as right, regained or recovered. We infiftetfthat we 
had always poflefled it; that it was the clear indubitable 
right of the Commons, and in this the Lords acquiefced. 

But were they fatisfied with a bare acquit fcence ? When 
Lord Stafford was brought to his trial, lie pleaded this veiy 
dil’conllnwance which the gentlemen of the Kbbe plead againlt 
jrsth.it day. Did the Louis yield to it ? They Would not fo 
*^uch as fuffer it to be argued. On tile foundation of this 
privilege, Lord Stafford was tried, condemned, executed, and 
by the attainder, his whole line of fucceffion cut off. 

Here in the iolemnrtyowal from the Throne, in the pro¬ 
ceedings of the Commas, and in the resolutions of the 
Lords, you have every tiling,but the mere form of a declara¬ 
tory a61 of Parliament for bJkr privilege. You have after- 
Wards a reje&ion of the admiflirmity of argument on it, and 
a judgement as fokmn as ever waif given. The Lords 
cannot refeind their judicial deci^ons. In the firft year of 
James the Second, indeed, for obvious temporary reafons, 
reafons which carried with them marks of occaficnal and 
temporary convenience and purpole, they attempted to 
refeind their rcjolutlon (which they mifcalled an trda) but 
they did not venture to iefcind their judgement againft 
Lord Stafford as founded in error. Nay moie and ftronger ; 
A bill was actually brought in to reverfe the attainder, and 
though fuch bills had been common, I have never feen any 
before this that did not affign fome irregularity or error in 
theprocefs. Here was one (in our new principles) which 
glared upon them. Lord Stafford’s kiw aigument againlt the 
legality of the procefs had not been heard. They never, 
however, dared to go upon this ground even in Ring James’s 
reign. It is not fo much as mentioned in the preamble to the 
hill, as the hill proceeded wholly on the con vision of the 
evidence lor perjury. But fo tender were the Commons of 
any thing which might, hy any kind of inference, aftect that 
quell ion, that King James’s Houfeof Commons, chofen in 
elTe6t hy himfelt, never pa fled it; and to tj^is day the attainder 
Hands. Now ihall that which has been fufiicient to attaint 
and degrade tor ever, one of the noideft families in the 
world, not he lufficient to fupnoit us in the right of main¬ 
taining a temperate proceis for'bringing to a legal judge¬ 
ment, one Indian delinquent? 

A learned gentleman had availed him.'elf. in the ir.ftance cf 
Lord Stafford, of the opportunity to appeal to the p illions 
to roufeour indignation by the injuftice to which he had 
been expoftd, and to excite commileration hy his age and 
fufferings: An appeal to the pafEons,even in favour <A thole 
whole full'rings miglV ft cm to he ohli mated, hy all the in¬ 
juries and fufferings of ethers, during a paied of more 
Vol. XXV111.' Mm than 




than a* hundi-bd ^ear^ Ihould never be condemnedby him. 
He never would condemn thbfe appeals to the heart in fa¬ 
vour of the fufferings of innocence, which never ought to 
be antiquated ; hecaufe, by magic of eloquence, the remoteft 
fufferings of mankind are thus brought home to our bofoms; 
time and plac$ difappear to the fympathy, thatches all 
mankind in all countries and in all ages, and the fphere and 
empire of benevolence is extended every way, and 
e^ery/idc. Buc’let us take care that our appeal to the paf- 
fions is not rendered father ridiculous than pathetic, by 
having no proper relation to the jyfint in qu«-ftion. No¬ 
thing out of its place and feafqj* is powerful or decent. 
Our moral feelings aie the mo^ f excellent-part of our na¬ 
ture; but as they might mlfc^ad our judgement, it was of 
confequence to watefi theitf^operatijn. In this view, it was 
improper to allow cqnfederations of malice or perjury to in¬ 
terfere with matter of order, formality, and law. Recent 
in fiances had occurred, in''which wretches, by the groffeft 
peijury, had taken away the lives of their fellow-creatures; 
and were thofe inftance? to interfere with the authority of 
tlic Court, or the decificn of the Judges in futuie,' there 
would he an end of all I:nv and all juliice. It had been 
uiged againfl the order of i C;S, that it had taken place 
under the influence of party violence. The Popifh Plot 
moll certainly he did nor mean to fupport, to juftify, or to 
palliate. Rut did not ilia fitu.uion of the kingdom, fuffi- 
ciently juftify great heats and tempeftuous paffions? Were 
not the circumllanccs of the King, having fold himfelf to a 
foreign power, and the Ileir of the Crown having declared 
himfelf a Rom in Catholic, fuificient grounds of apprehen- 
fion ? As all the Courts of the kingdom at that time, as 
well as Parliament, acled under the influence of thefe heats, 
and that many people as worthy of companion as Lord Staf¬ 
ford fuffered "tamely perjury and ciedulity, would not the 
fame argument equally apply to invalidate the proceedings 
of all? And, to be fure, the times wh’ch fucceeded in 1685, 
when the order for the continuance of impeachment was re¬ 
funded were quiet and orderly ! there was no diftradlion of 
Counfuls! nor threatening of public difturbances. The 
truth was, that that parliament, however they migjht be 
accufed with an obfequious difpofition, in this inftance a&ed 
wifely. They were filent on this point, which, in thefitu- 
ation of affairs, they found it inexpedient to carry : But does 
there appear in the Jtranfafliotj of refeinding in form- the . 
vote of 1O78. no fign of the fpur of the times —It is 
fpur-gaulied from fhouluer to flank. Compare the two pro¬ 
ceedings. In 1678, Parliament adhered to a fettled rule; 
thtir profcedings were regular mid conliftent. But if we 

examine 
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examine the proceedings of 1685, we {hall find that only 
that part of the order* was abolifhed which related to im¬ 
peachments, while that part which related to writs of error 
and appeals was allowed to reipain in full force; an anomaly, 
which jtwijently bears the mark of the particular occafion 
by* which the meafure was dilated. Oppofed to this ano- 
we have on our fide a fyilem, clear and decifive, re¬ 
cognized as a principle of the conflitution and adopted in 
its praflice. ^ The right of impeachment never dies, but by 
judgement or derlidUorr^ and t!ie proceedings of the Com¬ 
mons are as immortal as tiieir puhlic capacity* 

Mr. Powell contended tha\impeachment hy the conflitu- Mr. 
tion ought not to abate.* y*\ weie giany new Members Powell, 
in the prefent Iloufe of Commons, # yet he was per funded that 
they would fupport the impeachment as firmly as the late 
Parliament had done, fhould the c<jjhtinuance of the profecu- f 
tion be once determined upon by a vote of the Houfe. But as 
much legal ability and learning had been exerted in fupport 
of the abatement of impeachment upon a diffolution of Par¬ 
liament, upon the authority of precedents, he fubmitted to 
the Houfe the propriety of eAnbliihing a piecccknt by a fpe- 
cial a£t of Parliament, founded upon the particular cafe, 
which lhould. ferve as a {landing rule of law for tfie conduct 
of future impeachments. 

Colonel Siihcoc tfufted that the light honourable gentle- Colonel 
man (Mr. Burke) would allow him to take the liberty of ob- Simcoe. 
ferving that he had always entertained the higheft opinion 
of hisconfiitutional information, until very lately, when he 
declared that the Iloufe of Commons, by the conflitution, 
ompofed four grand Committees; a grand Committee of 
Religion, a grand Committee of Privileges, a grand Com¬ 
mittee ofjCourts of Juflice, and a grand Committee of Trade. 

Now it turned out, that the Committee of Privileges was a 
fuhoidinate Committee. There was, indeed, a grand Com¬ 
mittee of Grievances. The right honourabJe gentleman had 
faid, that the Houfe were to proceed in an impeachment as 
a grand Committee of Privileges, and of a Court of Jufticp. 

1 his muft he an inaccurate fiatement. He therefore wiflxed 


to know in what light the Hbufe were to be confidered in re¬ 
ference to the impeachment ? 

Mr. I.. Grant , of Grant, began by Rating that he would Mr. L. 
not trouble the Houfe with any defeription of his feelings. Grant, 
which hefuppofed were pretty fimilar to the feelings of others 
who fpoke for the firft time; that much as he admired the 
wonderful exhibitions of eloquence which he had heard that 
Evening and the preceding, yet he found himfelf unable to 
nflent completely to the arguments confined in any of them. 

In his conclufion, he had the honour of agreeing with the 

Mm2 right 
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right honourable the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and tho 
right honourable gentleman who lately fat down, (Mr* Burke) 
while the reafoning which led him to it more nearly approx¬ 
imated to that by which the honourable gentleman (Mr. Er¬ 
ik ine) had fo ably maintained the oppofite opinion. 

The principles upon which his opinion was forfhed, were 
few and obvious—th:p we ought to regard the queftion as^jfcfr-" 
general nature, without any reference to the character of Mr* 
Haftings—that the Houle of Commons weie hound by the 
decifions of the Houfeof Lords, if #iy there were, of fimilar 
cafes—that we were not to rcafon^about precedents, and re¬ 
ject one and adopt another, buyto give them authority ac~ 
cording to th$ir dates. Thaffjoufo was fo univt rfally agreed 
upon the propriety of waving’any difcuffion of the merits of 
Mr. Haftings, that jt was unneceflary to enlaigeon it. Whe¬ 
ther he merited the eufcgium of an honourable Member, 
(Col. M‘Leod) or the execrations of the Managers, was to¬ 
tally foreign to the prefent queftion : the Houle was to in- 
yeftigate the general law relative to impeachments, not the 
merits or demerits of the perfon prefently impeached. Gen¬ 
tlemen were divided very much upon the mode of inveftig.it- 
ing the law relative to impeachments; fome conceived that 
the Houfepf Commons was virtually a party in the decisions 
of the Houfe of Lord*, in cafes of impeachment, and confe- 
quently were bound by thefe decifions. Others, that we 
were to be guided by reafonand principle, without any view 
to precedent whatever. Others endeavoured to difeover a 
medium between the two opinions, and to p ocure a deter¬ 
mination refulting from the combined influence of precedent 
and principle. It m>ght be from the prejudices consequent tp 
a legal education ; but law and reafon appeared to him to 
pnite in favour of the firfl opinion, viz. that we Were bound 
by the decifions of the Houfe of Lords. A learned gentle¬ 
man (Mr. Erfkine) had Hated and illuftratcd a pynciple, in 
his humble opinion, of great authority in the prefent queftion, 
fo clearly and forcibly, that he fliould not weaken it, by at¬ 
tempting to enlarge on it—That wherever a Court of Judi¬ 
cature has laid down rules for its own decifions, when the 
LegiflatUre does not diflent from them, it is underftood to 
aflent to them; confequently, Parliament never having con¬ 
troverted the rules, with regard to impeachment, laid down 
by the Houfeof Lords, as a Court of Judicature* was to he 
underftood tacitly and virtually to have approved of them, 
and therefore to be bound by them. Befides, the Houfe of 
Commons was not, by a legal fidlion, conceived to be, but 
a&ually was, a party in all cafe* of impeachment, confe¬ 
quently every reafon concurred for a ftridt application of 
(tie rule as to them. It appeared to Mr. Grant, he remark- 
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ed* that the very terms ufed hy every gentleman in the debate 
of inveftigating the law of impeachment, implied clearly that 
there was a law ; and if a law exifted, where elfe was it to 
be found? The Houfe was allowed to be in the exercife of 
their judicial, not their lcgillative, capacity; weweretodif- 
c^ver, not fb determine- to find out, and to be guided by 
"Mij^the law was, not to decide upon what it ought to be. 
WeTnight, therefore, make a new law for future cafes, but 
this cafe feemcd to him to be bound by the law as it fiilbd :* 
it leemed to him to be a ^rollary perfectly evident from tho 
foregoing propofitien, though he mentioned it with all due 
deference, as every gentlemanJie had heard had reafoned upon 
111 nppnfitr fnppnfiTirmi rhiLT were not ent tied to reafon 
about precedents, to repel one aKl^adnptwrother, but ought 
to give them authority according to their date#. If the 
Houle were to nuke a law, the realon% of Phe leveral decifions 
ceitainly would be the proper objecjfof difculTon; hut being 
to declare law, it did not appear to him that we were entitled 
to go beyond their actual exigence. Eefidcs, from the op¬ 
posite reafoning which had been urged, with regard to every 
precedent, w s e -might eafily judge of the propriety of expeff • 
ing any agreement upon that head. 1 he Houfe had heard a 
great deal that night and the preceding, about parliamentary 
law. and pai amount conllitutiona! law, and fo•forth; for 
his part, lie mull confefs. that in tho way they were em¬ 
ployed, thev filmed tp him to be grand words without a 
meaning. He could neitlier fee the propriety nor the import 
of the terms parliamentai y law', &c. iffed not as denoting a 
|nrt of t'ic law of the land, but what was oppofite and fupc- 
rior to the law of the land : and why ? becaufe he could not fee 
a medium between law’and volition. Exclude the idea of ex¬ 
ternal phylical violence, and where is the third adtuatlng mo¬ 
tive of Ifuman comluff, btiides law and will ? Gentlemen 
fetmed to him to have law in their woids, and will in their 
meaning: to talk of parliamentary law, and reafon about 
parliamentary power. If the Houfe was to be bound by no 
law, let gentlemen fay fo plainly : he, for one, would never 
afient to fuch a doffrine, becaufe he had not run over the 
many precedents which the Houfe had heard fo fully enlarged 
on, to*lhew that arbitrary power was a dangerous engine, 
and might he, in faff had often been, abufud, even by that 
Houfe, in the cafes of impeachment; nor did it require de- 
monftration tofliew, that as man was fiill made of the fame 
materials, power might be abufed again. But if will was to 
be the rule, it was much better to have it open than difguifed, 
and it was much better to difeard precedents at once, and ap¬ 
peal to general principles, than to pick and twift them* accord- 

ing 
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ing to inclination. His opinion, however, upon this qtjef- 
tion was built on thefe two principles—-that the"Houfe was 
bound by precedents—and that precedents ought to have au¬ 
thority according to their dates. He would not trouble the 
Houfe with a general recapitulation of precednts, f but ftate, 
in as concife a manner as he could, a fhort point/upon which 
he conceived the queftion to turn. Indeed, he woulcU^k: 
the liberty to fav, that in moil cafes the invelligation of truth 
\votfid be much facilitated, if opponents in argument ftated 
dually and determinately the point^upon which they differed, 
and, if he might fay fo, came to dole quai ters. 

Tn 167S the Hou*e of Lords laid down a general rule 
found.d upon an examinatigp.tof vd^nts, declaring that a 
diilbiution of PailiMnent^dfid not airect an impeachment.— 
'1 hat ruLVas in force until iCSv when upon the lptir of 
the oczafion the Lords reverfed their rule, and applied the 
new one, ex pojl faffo, toVhe ca!"e of Lord Danbv. 

i his laft rule never was formally reverted, and regulated 
all cafes until the Cede of’ the/anv* Lord i)anby when Du\e 
of Leeds, in 1701; the lafl: cafe of imprachm nt concluded, 
for the cVf'.grecment of the Lords and Commons prevented 
any dec Hun upon the cafe of Ltrni Ov'or-1. 

The Ihiko of Leeds wa« impeached in 1695*—1 he im- 
pcacm.T.t <ay over fivm non-pnVrcutmn by the Commons 
all that l\uliument. A i^w i arli unent met in 1701, and 
the iir.pjachinrnt is Jilmiiud by motion in th*: Houfe of 
l.cr:L, 01 account of ivuunroftr atinn. The tight honour - 
nbh* the Chancellor of t!v* Exchequer clealy pioved that this 
c 1 if;n ju'>n, on acc v L ;nt of non-proferwtTn, implied that the 
impeachment had not, ipfo fa'Jo, abated hv the diflolution of 
the Parliament, and consequently that this dec i ft on. quoad, 
it*; ability, operates asareveri.il oi The laii general rule of 

3 at?- * 

■sow thelvnge upon which our dcciiion, in my humble 
cninion, ought to turn, is th s : 

Is this laic dec t lion of 1701 luTiclent to overthrow the Lft 
ru*e of 168^, and :!u d:cifion^ fallowing the ron ? 

He was of opir.h n that it is ; and confequcntly that the 
impeachment of Mr. Haftings lias ir>t .abated. According to 
the civil law, llcgu'a L'gitn i/:n fncii , fed rei.i qua: djl cner- 
? a!—[dhiil igiiur cu?n in al>qu j viti ta cfl perdu qfficinm 
juum . According to this law, thcrefmc, the rule in- 
dependen ly of the decifimis, is of no force. He re- 
maiked that lie was not intitleif to fpeak of Englifli 
law, but from what he had heard, lie underflood in* the 
cafe (which indeed hardly ever occurs) of n Supreme 
C urt of judicature reverfmg a rule, and one or two deci- 
ciuo.is by a fublluuent decilion, that henceforth the new de- 

cifion 
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cifioq wouldcoaftitule the law; at any rate that it ought to 
bin4 verjT ftrongly a fubfequent cafe. 

Mr.Grant-added* he was, upon the whole, inclined to 
think the decifion in the cafe of 1701, fufficient to authorife 
a return to the rule of 1678, and of conlequence a decifion 
that the icdpAchment of Mr. Haftings has not abated. lie 
with great acutends on the coincidence of this cafe 
am^OTmer precedents, and declared that he fhould devide 


with the right honourable mover of the queftion. 

Sir Charles Gould truftcchth'at he Ihould not, at any period Sir Chail. 
what foe ver, fee fuch a violation of the law of Parliament as Gout... 


that which muft as inev itably a$ unfortunately a rile, were an 
impeachment to abami|Jlni 4 iecc%tingencj cf a prorogation 
or diffolution. If judicial proceedings were to determine up¬ 
on fuch events, the Crown could intem:p|i at pltafure the* 
courle of juft ice, and defeat every patriotic effort to puir-fti 
State delinquents 1 he power of impeachment was an inhe¬ 
rent right in the Houfe of Commons; and no decifion of the 
Houfe of Lords could either queftion, or explain it away. 

Mr. Mitford remarked, that notwithflandmg the ftridlures Mr, 
of the right honouiable gentleman, (Mr. Hu ike) it muft be 
acknowledged that the country had been much indebted to 
the lawyers for the happy mixture of the powers* fo well 
poifed in the conftitution, and from which it derived its prin¬ 
cipal beauty and excellence. The light honourable gentle- 
jman ftiould recoiled! to whom the preiervation of the forms 
and precedents was to be aferibed. Mr. tylitford profeffing a 
v\arm attachment to the conftitution, obfeived, that one in¬ 
herent pi inciple in it was, that the Crown commanded the 
activity and exertion of its different powers. In fupport of 
this pofition, he referred to the general adminiftratinn of 
Juft ice; and inftanced the hardfhip attending the difeontinu- 
ance or revival of luits in 01 dinary Courts of Judicature, 
adding, that # there were always days appointed for putting ill 
appearances. The fame rule of law obtained in the Pat 1 la¬ 
ment; by the Ring’s proclamation a feffion was to he holden 
1 upon a particular day ; and upon the authority of Lord Coke 
jevery feffion is a new Parliament; and that new bills are 
\ ulually brought in. There was a gteat difference betwee n 
writs of error and appeals, in his opinion, and an impeach¬ 
ment. Writs of error and appeals were regulated by the 
laws and cuftoms of the realm, modified by the ufage of 
Parliament. Put impeachment was always governed by the 
law ot Parliament only. Upon a diffolution, impeachments 
muft abate, fince a perfon impeached is put without a day, 
and that confequently entitled him to his difeharge. The 
Houfe had no power to revive an impeachment, fince it was 
an acknowledged principle, inherent in the conftitution, that 

the 
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the Parliament (herald die, and all its proceedings determine 
with it s exiftence. He would have oppofed every r^plution 
in Jiatu quo , had judgement been demanded by the ran Par¬ 
liament iigainft Mr, Haftings; becaufe he was not in the 
Houfe for two years after the impeachment had been profe- 
cuted, and therefore, as he could not have hearS the wholes 
evidence, he could not in confcience vote for fuch a jjfein* 
tinn. Such was the cafe of many Memhers in the prefent 
Parliament; as they had not heard of the Evidence, they muft, / 
of courie, be fuppofed ignorant of its nature. 

Mr. Mr. Dundas oblerved, that it was neceflary, in difeuffing 
Dundas this quellion, to confider, in the firft place, what was the 
fort of Judicature befor^frhiah air impeachment was to be 
tried. The Higfi Court: of Impeachment was compofcd of 
the hereditary branch of the Legiflature—of the Lords of 
Parliament, but whoft authority did not depend on the fit¬ 
ting of Parliament, although it was during the fitting of Par¬ 
liament that they exercifed their authority in judicial pro¬ 
ceedings. Like the Judged between term and term, they did 
not, in the recefs, exeicife their fur.Aions, but in the re- 
cels their functions were not extinguilhed. The moment 
that the King affixed the great feal to the patent of a Peerage, 
the dignity aud all the privileges and functions which belonged 
to it, continued to the perfon during his natural life, without 
abatement, and, at his death, descended and continued in 
his blood without change or diminution. The meeting of 
Parliament was tq them, therefore, no more than a notice 
and direction from the Crown to proceed in the exercife of 
their privileges, but which the Crown couljl neither take 
away, abridge, nor render void. Such, alio, was the cafe 
of the Judges in impeachment. What was the cafe of the 
profecutors, and what was the right ? The profecutors were 
the Commons of Great Britain, of whom the Commons 
Houfe of Parliament was the organ and inftrupnent. Upon 
this occafion, he would not recur to the very memorable ar¬ 
gument of his right honourable friend (Mr. Pitt) an argument 
whicli had made too forcible an impredion on the mind of 
every gentleman who had the good fortune to hear it, to 
prove that the great conftituent bodv of the people of Eng¬ 
land poflefled the accufatorv right of impeachment?inceflantly 
—that it was a right necefl’irily and pliylically exiftingat all 
times, and could neitlur be taken from them, nor abridged 
by any change which they might make in their agents or at- 
tornies, the Houfe of Commons, whom they chofe to con¬ 
duit fuch impeachment. If, therefore, neither the Judica- 
ture, before whom the matter, of impeachment was to he . 
tried, nor the accufers on fuch impeachment, were either 
politically or phyfically annihilated by difiolution ; if it was 

true, t 



A* iff go. 




true* that though the means of afiing were for a time fufpend- 
right remained, it followed, that every judicial pro- 
oeeflf in which they happened to be engaged before fuch a 
fufpenfion took place, revived on their meeting again in the 
proper capacity, to put in motion their inherent lights ; and 
that durfng every fuch interval every fuch proceeding mull 

S ill depending in the ftate in which it was left. In order 
ew that fuch was the opinion on the cafe of Lord Dan- 
Vlr. Dundasobferved, that the Commons were fo jcftloik 
o \ all interference with their rights, that they would not fut 
fer a Lord High Steward to be thought neceflary tg the trial 
of an impeachment, becaufe it might give to the Crown th^ 
means of interfirtn^U^Jj^l^rial, or by refuling to appoint a 
Lord High Steward, toprevftitit^ They luccefsfully main¬ 
tained that no right in either of tfie other two branches of the 
Legiflaturelhould interfere with their right of impeachment; 
fuch was their i'enfibility .on the occafion; that they would 
not fuffer either the Crown or the Houfe of Lords to touch 
their folemn privilege. If he t had fucceeded in proving this 
jealoufy to have been an a&ive principle of the Houfe, furely 
they would not now entertain thepropofition that they Ihould 
recur to the Lords’journals, to enquire whether they ought 
or ought not to exercife this right. The right which they 
indifputably enjoyed as a fundamental privilege, i* was effen- 
tial that they.Ihould enjoy fubftantially and effedtually--that 
they Ihould have the means of prote&ing and fecurirtg the 
beneficial exercile of it. Now, this they could not enjoy, 
if the Crown, by the exercile of one ofcits prerogatives, could 
deftroy and annihilate the proceeding on the right. It was 
obvious, that the fubjedt of their impeachment was likely to 
be a perfon in high power and office. He might he the very 
perfon whofe duty it was to advife the King in the exercife 
of this \Aery prerogative of diffolution. And thus, by this 
dodtrine, the very effence of impeachment might be deftroyed, 
and a barf Minifter protedled againft all the powers of the 
People. This was inconfiflent not only with common ft life 
and reafon, but with the caufe and pradlice of Parliament, 
upon which fo much llrefs had been laid. Much obloquy 
had been thrown on the proceedings of the long Parliament, 
although to the wifdom and bravery of that Houle of Com¬ 
mons me were indebted, as an honourable and learned Mem¬ 
ber (Mr. Adam) had truly faid, on a. former night, for the 
germ and feed of almoft all the valuable privileges we nmv 
enjoyed. 1 o that Houfe we owed the Habeas Corpus adh 
To that Houfe we were indebted for the wholefome doc¬ 
trine that a pardon was not pleadable to an impeachment; 
and many other confiittitional points, as well as the great 
doflrine of the continuance of impeachments. Inllead of ob- 
Vol. XXVIII. N n loquy, 
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loquy, they fliould be viewed with reverence as the cham¬ 
pions of the rights of the people, and as monttmentMife pos¬ 
terity of the great advantages to be gained by mari^perfe- 
verance, and vigorous conliflency. 

If, iuftead of the length of the trial of Mr, Haftings, it 
’ had begun in May laft, what would be the argument from 
diflolution that immediately followed? Grant the prjncigjs- 
that a diflolution puis an end to an impeachment, and it may 
f'bequalhed in the firft month as well as in the third year. In 
dike manner, he equally reprobated all allufions to the con- 
' du£l of the trial, and to the condudl of the Managers* They 
< were unreafonable and irrelevant. If gentlemen found fault 
with the length of Mr. Hallings^tfi^ with the manner 
in which it had be^n cojnlj fieri ; and if there were any dif¬ 
ferences of opinion on thefe lubjedls, there would fhortly arife 
a fit feafon and a proper queftion for their difeuffion. 

Mr. Dundas remarked, that it ftruck his mind as a moft 
fingular circumllance, that when their own journals were 
pure, and fpotlefs of any opinion, much lefs any inflance of 
denial, they fliould refer to the journals of the Houfe of 
Lords, to learn what were the privileges of the Houfe of 
Commons. It was a uiemoiable and a pleafant reflexion, 
that there was not one lingle d'lthtm on the journals of the 
Houfe of Commons againft the doctrine, nor even a furmife, 
and why they fliould give up their own bocks, and fly to 
others for a knowledge of their own rights, he was utterly 
unable to account. What was the popular argument ad¬ 
vanced for the whole* mart of impeachments ? That the evi¬ 
dence could not be known to theaccufers perfonally, and that 
they nuift trufl to written minutes, of the truth of which 
they vvcie uncertain ; and a fine fentimental allufion had been 
mad' 1 , that a feather from a fparrow’s tail fliould not be 
plucked, without eVidence to juftify in conference the punifli- 
ment. Mr. Dundas begged leave to oppofe ic plain pradlical 
fenfe to any theoretical thing of another defeription.” What 
was all this appeal to the heart on the duty of hearing evi¬ 
dence v : av voce, in Head of reading it when truly written? 
Was it to be efiabliflied as a principle, that to the pure admi- 
niftration of jullic:-, memory mull alone affift the judgement 
tmrefrefhed by minutes ? if an impeachment fliould• laft fe- 
ven years, tliat is, during tire whole of the pofliblc length of 
a Parliament, the memory mull hold out, as they could not 
confcijiitioully demand judgement, if their recolledtion was 
aiiifteu hy referring to the notes that had been taken ; and un- 
lcfs he w -re to \ of/. a memory of this retentive kind, he 
was to be di pnved of all e rermies of his judgement. If the 
Houle of Common j !:a«! the right ^impeaching, they muft 
alio have the right of luinghig it to effectual iffue. Why 
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fhould thff who had only tti make up their minds on the evi¬ 
dence? juftiff them in demanding judgement, require more 
preci*means of knowledge than the noble Lords who had to 
give judgement. Why fet tip a wild theory againft plain 
lenfe? "I he Houfe of Lords have dlrefted the evidence to be 
taken dovyn in writing, and to be printed, and why not refer 
jfcjts rtieans of aflifting the memory ? If they were not 
iojdflgtf on written evidence, in what a predicament did tfoey^ 
place the Sovereign ? To him, both in the exercife of hisj , 
moft pleafant and gracious prerogative, that of mercy, as 
as in that of his moft afflicting duty, the enforcing the exccu- \ 
tion ctfjuftice, t he ch ief Magi ft rate of the kingdom had only 
Uifri Hi i Ti ’111 i j 1 1 1 77VTW 1 l"|i* i i iiiijll His Majefty could only 
^u4ge from what he read, or /rcTtH^vhat^he was told; and 
yet it was never imagined, much lefs imputed to the exercife 
of thefe Royal prerogatives, that the. King’s judgement had 
been led by defeftiveevider.ee. This mult be admitted, un- 
lefs it fhould be ftated that His Majefty was always to be 
confidered as ptefint in every Court, and as mafter of every 
part of the evidenefe. Thefiftion of the Courts below would 
hardly be introduced into that Houfe ; although to the fic¬ 
tions of the Courts below, and technical analogies, without 
refemblance or fpirit, had fo much reference been made. On 
this occafion, he muft beg leave to afk his learned friends, if 
it did not occur to them, in the courfe of the laft three years, 
that a difthlution of Parliament would happen? And were 
they fo little lolicitousof public juftice, as to mention their 
limitations or. the cafe in time to have provided a remedy? 

W as there no period for doubt but the prefent urgent mo¬ 
ment, when the Iirvf? -a as reduced to complicate the quef- 
tion.of privilege with the p^ i final queftion of Mr, Hafrings ? 
# Ikit the queftion of privilege was too important to admit of 
any mixture ; and lie was folemnly of (opinion, that the deareft 
rights, not only of the Comm ns ot England, but of the 
Empire, required that it fhould he now clearly and finally 
fettled, that a difiolution of Parliament did not annihilate ah 


impeachment. 

Sir John Sc*tt wifhed to have it nfeertained whether the Sir John 
word depending meant depending m Jfntn auo ? To come Scotr. 
to the knowledge of tins f.ift, he had aiked a queftion on a 
former night, hut had not had the good fortune of a prccife 
anfwer. If the queftion infant that it was depending in 
Jlatu quo , lie fhould not hefitate to declare that it outraged 
every idea he had of judicial proceeding. 

But fo far from its being a pronofition, the maintenance 
of which was eflcnlial to the privileges of the Commons of 
England, it was a doftrine that militated againft their pri¬ 
vileges. Tlwy gave np their privileges in giving up the 
N n 2 point 
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point of abatement, fence one of the moft effimtaaipemle^ 
of the people was Security and protection againft the^inde- 
finite trial; the protra&ed and tedious trial to which the 
dodtrine of non-abatement led. It was his cleat: and decided 
opinion, as far as he had been able to make up his mind on 
the fubjeCl from the authorities he had confulted, from what 
he had heard, and from the ftretch of his own iteafoning 
faculties, that it was not only abated as to the Jlatu Quo, but 
^abated with refpeft to the iecoid in the Houfe ofXords. 
'.^rhe right, honourable gentleman who fpoke laft afked if the 
^Houfe defircd to have better means of judgement than the 
Sovereign, who exercifed his prerogative of pardon on^vrit- 
ten or on hearfay evidence. r VV^-*teTi' uTfi *1 oyaPxleirici'jCY’ 
to be fijbjeff to the*fames -tyzidi rules of evidence as a court 
fitting in judgement i Surely not. Jn either of the cafes to 
which tin; right honourable gentleman alluded, the Sovereign 
had to execute his preiogative on perfons duly tried and 
convicted by their peers. In that conviflion, or in their 
going up to the bar of the Hpufe of Peers to demand judge¬ 
ment on a perfon whom they had impeached, it required 
that their opinions fhould be guided by the ir.oft rigorous 
rules of evidence. It could not furely be imagined that 
the laft Houfe of Commons could bind the prefent by any 
one of its* refolutions. If it had the right to do fo, it mult 
have alio the means—it could not; nor could a blade of 
grafs, the property of any gentleman of landed property, 
nor the frnalleft coin, the property of any monied man, be 
touched by any refdfurion of that Houfe; then how could 
a refolution of the Houfe hold a fubjeCf of this country 
bound to anfwer from year t.> year? *The right honourable 
gentleman faid, fliall a iVIimlW ad vile the King to dtflolve 
the Parliament, that lie might fiee himfdf from an im¬ 
peachment ? He would aniwer, that perhaps 0 the King 
might be properly advifed to diffulv*- the Parliament, for 
the purpote of feeing whether the impeachment they had 
brought was countenanced by the people. Precedents, when 
militating againft truth and juJliee, were to be received 
with jealoufy. But they were always to he confidered 
moft attentively, becaufe if they had, by their uniformity, 
conftituted a rule of law, it was wife and prudent that they 
fhould not be rafhly departed from Did he defire too much 
in requefting time to be able to fearch for the true rule of 
law in the concurring precede nts on this cafe? He had pre¬ 
cedents uniform and concurring to the fupport of his argu¬ 
ments, except in the folitary inftance of 1678. If he was 
wrong in drawing the conclusions which be did from them, 
be could not help it, Ik* bad done‘it to the beft of his judge¬ 
ment ; and now he came to confider the queftion in a more 

important 




important'point of view, in'pure reafon abftra&edlj from 
all precedent. If the precedents Were abfuid, yet if they 
had made a rule of law, and that tule of law was ellablilhed 
and underftpod, it was of more conference that this rule of 
law ihould oe adled upon, than that this impeachment fhmild 

« sd upon any abflradt principle of theoretic bene- 
he rule be foiemnly altered by an a£1 of the Le- 
and do not let us abet a fide-wind proceeding 
rule^o eftablifhed. The continuance of th& inn 
was Tarther illegal, in his mind, becaufe it wfr 
the law Judges, nor profecuted by the fame ac\ 
the outfet. The integrity of the caufe was vioA 
Ijl ^Wkwwtoi..that Jt was an invariable rule in\ 
criminal junfprudence, tnSftHh^judgrs and the accufers 
fhonld be the fame throughout, yle mentioned the inftance 
firft cjuoted by Mr. Frfkine frcfn LAd Coke, of a man 
who pleaded to a ntw indiflmentjm bar of their proceeding, 
that he had been convidted before, and thatjjie held in his 
band the verdidl, upon whigh, however, judgement could 
not be pafled on him, becaufe the Judges were changed. 
He defired to know, whether in the cafe of Ear! Ferrers, if 
a diflblution had taken place, it might not have been pleaded 
in bar to judgemMt ? He averred that the Crown ought to 
have the light ofliffolving, for the purpofe of abating im¬ 
peachments, to fee the lenfe of the people. And if the 
f'ccond Houfe of Commons fliould think lit to revive the 
charges, they fhonld fee the whole cafe, or otherwife they 
could not confcientioufly make up «their minds upon the 
fubjeft- It greatly excited his furprife, when he heard his 
light honourable and learned friend (Mr. Dundas) obferve, 
that the Lords having appointed inmutes to be taken, fur- 
nifhed thereby good evidence for the new Houfe. He de¬ 
nied thsft fa£t. The demeanour of witnefles went a con- 
f Jerable way in determining what degree of credit was to he 
given to*their evidence. 1 he reference that had been made 

to the Court of Chancery was idle, becaufe in civil caufes 
the rigour of evidence wa* nonfenfe in comparifon of what 
it was in criminal procedure. He wilhed for delay, to 
know in what cafes the Home of Commons were hound by 
the refolutions of a former Houfe. He confefled he knew 
no one cafe. Not even in laving of taxes, although they 
held the purfe filings of ilv* nation, would they think them- 
felves bound to take up what the former Houfe had done, 
as a rule to them. 

Sir John concluded with referring to a paflage in Mr. 
Burke’s fpeech, in which he had termed the abatement of an 
impeachment by a diflSlution. a mf.uious proportion. 'I he 
term was harfh, and, he trufted, undeferved. The right 
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honourable badfaid, that both bis natural and 

political life 'jsfertT nearly at a clofe. This period of his na¬ 
tural life, he alone could afiign in whofe hancls were the 
fountains of life; but his conftitutionai opinions were re¬ 
corded, his political life would be coeval with the Britilh 
conftitution, which he had fo ably defended; and I*e fhould 
be forry, indeed, were any opinion of his to go cffcwn to 
poflerity ftigmatifed with the application of the termyiefa-^ 
rfou^from fuch an authority. ’ 

Mr.Burke, V Mr* Burke aniwered, that he had applied the cpithejf-. p C- 
jfirious to the propofition, that an impeachment abated by a 
^fuflblution of Parliament meant to imply that whichp roU „\\ 
/not to be fpoken, fomething of i 1 q^!t v <*: 

which he would nof antijcip^^Tis to any perfonal appli¬ 
cation, it was impoifible t}*at fuch a conilru&ian could be 
put upon it. c ( 

iwr./Fox. Mr. Fox laid, thafl^afterlhe queftion had been fo fully de¬ 
bated, the Committee coil’d not be expelled to liften with 
much patience%> any additional arguments upon it. The 
' conftitutionai principle had befin fo ably and fo eloquently 
fupported cn precedent, analogy, and reafon; the fallacies 
urged agninft it, fo completely expofed, and the arguments lo 
fully confuted, that he was afraid to fay any thing further 
upon it, would have more the appearance tppeifonal vanity, 
than of a dcf.re to convince. He fhould, therefore, have been 
contented to leave it where it flood ; but that having been 
always zealous in fupporting the privileges of the Commons, 
and, on fome occafions, cor.trai y to the opinions of thole 
with whom he agreeJ on other points, he thought it Ins 
dutv to give fomethmg more than a Cent vofo in luppoit of 
a queftion. in the fate of whi h all th"'»r privileges weio in- 
volvid. The queftion was, in.lrf.l, of gr•’it import nice. Of 
fuch importance, ns he defied human wit, or hum.-n (lo¬ 
ci nr nee to exaggerate—no lels tlnn whether the conftitution 
or the country wrs a free confTtotie.n, ur. ler which every :ufl 
of government was fnbjefil to enquiry, nod accompanied with 
rcluonfihilfty ; or, whether power might be eyercifed without 
controul, and without any national impieft to take cogni- 
t y.:mce of its abufe. Thofe who difpm d t!.e right of the 
Commons to proceed on an impeachment after a dillblution, 
had argued from a repetition of the fame precedents, fii ft refer¬ 
red to, 4 and very ably commented upon Iw ih<* honourable and 
k-arnedgentleman v. ho firft oppofrd an immediate deufion. A 5 l 
the arguments on thole precedents had been an fwered with 
fo much ability by the right honorable gentlemen over 
him (Mr. Pitt) as to lender anv other an Twer unneced- 
iary. Of rhis, thole who contend, d that the Commons had 
no fuch right, feemed to have been aware. They appeared 
• to 


tohavefaid to fhtbafelves,' ir l$V firft fpeech dh t^pttc^ 
dettti contained all that can be urged T with any plaufibifity. 
That fpeech has been fo fully, fo irrefiftihly rinfwered, that 

■ aken the impreffionof the anfwer, 

convince, we may yet confound.” 
tried. Other learned gentlemen 
king new ground, had gone ewe* 
n them the fame arguments, %n<ft 
>ns, in hopes, nb doubt, that thdC 
fs able than the firft. In this,* 
ppointed, lor a fecond anfwer by 
entleman (Me. Dnndas) had as 
j^tjtioii, as the firll overturned 
/Vnotlhu^attempt, however, was 
made. I he routed precedents were again 1 rallied, and 
brought inro the field by anothel learilbd gentlenftn (Sir 
Jbhn Scott) who declared that he lould not confcientioufly 
vote that an impeachment, after a dfeolution remained in Jlatu 
quo, unlefs he was firft fatisfied %hat luch a principle was agree¬ 
able to the praAice of the Courts below. This third at¬ 
tempt, he feared, would be too fuccefsful, innf.nuch as the an¬ 
fwer which he Ihould give would be much lefs able than 
either of the preceding. It was not his intention to dwell 
much on the precedents which had been fo repeatedly Mid fo 
ably dil'cufled ; but to reft his argument on the general prin¬ 
ciple, that whatever was inconfment with, or fubverfive of a 
free c .nftitution, could make no part of the law under that 
ccnllitution. On the precedents, however, tjie learned gen¬ 
tleman who preceded him, had brought only one new autho¬ 
rity, the authority of Lord Danby on the Hate of his own 
impeachment, an authority juft as good as the opinion of Mr. 
Haftmgs would he on the cjueftion before the Houfe, and of 
* which thejearned gentleman was welcome to the full value. 
The clear and expnTs refolution. of 1678, adopted on the 
plain analogy of other judicial proceedings in Parliament, on 
careful iearcli of precedents and mature deliberation, that 
refolution on which Lord Stafford had been tried, conviAed, 
and executed, had been arraigned as an arbitrary refolution, 
made in bad times to fern* a particular purpofe, and contrary 
to the former pra£V,ce of Parliament. The peculiar hard¬ 
ships of Lord Stafford’s cafe had alio been pathetically in- 
lifted upon, as if any hntdfhip or informality in a particular 
cale would a (ft A the general principle. 

Alter what had been Hated with lo much precifion. and fo 
much truth of the times of Charlc* II. it would not ngdr> 
he contended that they were had times in parliamentary 
hw, or that any precede ntdeiived from them was to be fuf- 
peAed merely on that account. The faA was, that the times, 
t m 
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jbe charged flpou them was their credulity. The people, >har- 
raflfed and firmed bjr repeated Attempts on their liberty, 
were, perhaps, too ready to liften to thofe who wifhed to 
Itajce advantage of their fears; but while feme o'* their a&s, 
ytewed coolly, and at a diftance, might be blan*!able, die 
principle on which they a£led Was good. The cdndemna^- 
ytioQ of Lord Stafford, viewed, as we were now envied j£ 
\ytew it, diveiled of fear and credulity, and convinc 
JOates and Bedloe, the principal witnefles againft hir 
f! jmpoftors, we muft naturally lament. But every man ft by a 
perufed the printed account of his trial, muft admi^ ou ^ 
was perfedlly regular in pnjnrnf fnniM nrrrr rf ' ^ 

of his Peers, believing, ^&s*ilSydiJ, »the evidence of Oate» 
and Bedloe, was a juft vj»rdi£l, and fucli as they were bound 
in confidence to pronounce. In thofe times, which were 
, reprobated as incapable ol affording a precedent fit to be fol¬ 
lowed, every queftion neclflary to Hop an impeachment, by the 
exercife of the King’s pnsogqtive had been tried, and all had 
been baffled by the vigorous and conftitutiondl exertions of 
1 the Commons, and ever fince completely fettled. The King 
firft tried to flop the impeachment by refilling to appoint a 
Lord High Steward. The Commons contefttd the point?* 
agitated iPwith the Lords and it ended in fettling the commif- 
fion of a Lord High Steward, by inferring words which have 
ever fince flood in the commilfion, and which make the Lord 
High Steward not a necefiafy part of the Court of the Houfe 
of Lords. Thus the Commons, without an a£t of Parlia¬ 
ment, eftablilhed that the King could not Hop an impeach¬ 
ment by refilling to appoint a Lord High Steward, becaufe 
that office was determined to be unneceflary. The King 
next tried to Hop the impeachment by granting a pardon to 
Lord Danby. But herb again the prerogative ojf the King 
was routed by the privileges of the Commons. He would 
not difcufs the point in conference; it was too clear; the Lords 
difallowed the pardon as a plea in bar, and fucli a meafure 
had never fince heen attempted. 

Difappointed in all thefe means of laving Lord Danby the 
King refolved to diffolve the Parliament. Here again he was 
foiled; the new Houfe of Commons took the bufinefs up 
with the fpirit of the former, and arguing on the true princi¬ 
ples of the conflitution, they enforced upon the foundell doc¬ 
trine and clearefi precedents, that not with (land mg diffolution, 
an impeachment remained in Jiatu quo to he proceeded on by 
the new Parliament. The guilt of Lord Danby was, perhaps, as 
much the guilt of the King as his own. The King had em¬ 
ployed his favourite to fell the intijrefts of his people to a fo¬ 
reign power, and to barter away the dignity of his Crown 
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for a difgraceful perifion to himfelf. Being fo implicated in 
the crime, he was naturally anxious to proteft the inftrument 
of it, and for that purpofe referred to every exercife of his 
prerogative which the advice of his Minifter or his own in¬ 
genuity ccphl fuggeft. Of every one of his meafures on that 
occafioidftey had a diredt parliamentay condemnation. When 
he refined to appoint a Lord Steward, the appointment was 
d unneceffary—When he diffolved the Parliament* 
^declared that an impeachment did not abate by a mlo# 
Fortunate it was for the country, fortunate for poilf 
|that the King had had recourfe to thofe manoeuvres,! 
had been the means of eftahlifhing,beyond a doubt, 
abujjp of prerogative, no colluiion 
between Crown and tlie ^Lmnal, oould defeat an im¬ 
peachment by tire Commons., X 

The refolution of 1678 did ncl the law, but dcr 

dared what the law was before, Ind it was illuftrated and 
confirmed by the proceedings of 1690. He was aflonilhed 
that the learned gentleman mould (have feized on the prece¬ 
dent of 1690, with fo much eagernefs, after the inference he 
attempted to draw from it had been fo completely demolifhed 
by thofe who fpoke before him ; and admitting the inference, 
if it was before the law of Parliament that an impeachment did 
not abate by a diffolution, the fohtary precedent ofcthe Duke 
of Leeds could not alter it. On the times in which the re¬ 
volution of 1678 was made, the opinion of men who fpoke of 
them without reference to any particular queflion, but on a 
genrral view of our hiflory and confutation, would far out¬ 
weigh all that had been faid as applicable to the prcfent cafe. 
Judge Blackftone, whofe opinion was juftly in high efteem, 
had laid, that the Parliament known by the name of the 
Long Pailiament of Charles the Second was del'erving of the 
higheft praife in a conflitutional view. In the body of his 
work, he # enumerates many different regulations which 
were the work of that Parliament, and fays that they demon- 
flrate this truth, 44 that the conftitntion of England had lar- 
4t rived to its full vigour, and the true balance between liberty 
44 and prerogative was happily eftablifhed by law, in the reign 
44 of King Charles the Second.” And in a note on that paf- 
fage, he fays, 44 The point of time, at which I would chufe 
44 to fitf this theoretical perfection of our public law, is the year 
44 1679 ; after the habeas corpus adt was palled, and that for li- 
44 cenfing the prefs had expired, though the years which imme- 
44 diately followed it were times of great praftical oppreffion« w 
When ne granted Lord Danby a pardon, it was determined 
that the King’s pardon was not pleadable in bar of an im¬ 
peachment. The order of 1678, declaring the law of Par¬ 
liament, was therefore entitled to as much refpedt as anf 
Vpt. XXVIII. O O .that 
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other aft of thofe great men who had done fo ihuch for the 
confirmation of our liberties. On this point the opinion of 
Judge Fprfter, which no man woifld treat as a light autho¬ 
rity, alio concurred. He declared expreffly thut«»in 1690, the 
Lords Peterborough and Salifbury were difcharg^tl under the 
general pardon, and.not becaufe the impeachmertte’preferred 
againft them abated by a diHolution of ParliamKit; and 
added that it would be harfh to fay, that after a protarutjgP' 
^fwa& begun ihe High Court of Parliament fliould not be y; 
proceed to judgement, the end of all profecurion, withoi he- 
A'pleiiKntal powers from the Crown, Harfh, indeed, i/by a 
r be, and ruinous to every principle of conftitution 7 Q U rfcVt 
and control by the Commons. 

In fettling ever\& coiycQ^pSInt of law, he^vould firft* 
look to ufage and then to peafon. There was a great dillinc- 
tion between the crdinay law in the common courts of jus¬ 
tice and tlie conditutioiul law. for the former he would 
look to ufage, where thafflcould dire ft him; but or the latter 
he would look to reafon fy* preference to ufage, and for this 
reafon : in ordinary cafes certainty was of more value than 
foundnefs of principle, but in conltitution.il law foundnefs of 
principle was every thing. Certainty of ufage,‘on n conftitu- 
tional point, if that certainty was againJl him, ferved only to 
increafe hjs defpair, and to drive him to the laft defperate re¬ 
medy for defperate cafes. The law of impeachment was not 
to be collefted from the ufage of the courts of juftice—for 
whom was it meant to controul? He fliould be told, men in 
high Aations who nygbt commit crimes that the common 
law could not reach ; but he fliould anfwer, fir ft and princi¬ 
pally, the Courts of Juftice tliemfelves. Let the power of 
impeachment be rendered nugatory, and what fecurity was 
there for the integrity of Judges, and the pure adminiftration 
of juftice? ghtis cuflodiat ipfos cujlodes f Were it to be go¬ 
verned by ablurd or iniquitous tules of praftice, what abufe 
could it correft ? He would not imagine extraordinary cafes 
of enormity in Judges, although their refponfihility by im¬ 
peachment was the fureft pledge for their integrity. But fup- 
pofe them fo devoted to the Crown as to give fuch a decifion 
as had been given in the cafe of Ship-Money . Suppofe them, 
as in the reign of Charles II. fo pliant to the prevailing party 
oT the day, as to hang Whigs one day and Tories another, 
under form and colour of law, what remedy was left if that of 
impeachment did not apply ? Were a Judge even to attain to 
that enormous pitch of arbitrary wickednefs, as to order a 
man to punifliment who had been acquitted by a Jury, there 
was no mode of proceeding againft him but by impeachment. 
When he confldered all this, he could not but lament to fee 
gentlemen of the profeffion of tbe faw in tbit Houfe, with 
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feme very 'honourable exceptions, indeed, adling, ns it were, 
under an efprit du corps , forming themfelves into a fort of 
phalanx to let up the law*of the ordinary Courts of Juftice, as 
paramount^) the law of Parliament, as if they intended, 
what hadJ^en charged on the Parliament of Paris, to eredt 
an inteijjdediate Republic between the King and the People, 
to erribrrrafs the one, and doOiineer over the other. With 
a the force of precedents on conftitutional points Jiai 
deduJPpenfing power claimed by the Stuarts been decided b 
pit, it might, perhaps, have been found to be good 
1 any man regard a precedent in fucli a cafe ? Mu ft 
anTWfagrierceive that a Legiflature, and a dilpenfing power in 
* tilings incompatible; and that wherever 
'"any ulag^qjpeared fuhverfive^V^Ue coflftitution, if it had 
filled for one, or for two hundredVrears, it was not a prece¬ 
dent, but an uiurpation ? I * 

But where this new law of imjeachment which 
fersd to them failed, they were to! 

hill of pains and penalties. WJiat_. y ___ 

it could he made appear that a bill of pains and penalties 
could not be rtopped in its prog id's by the Crown? Such 
abuies, it was laid, were not to be fuppofed. When control 
was removed, all ahufes were to be luppofed. Again they 
were told, that if a Minifter advifed the Crown todiffolve the 
Parliament, to get rid of an impeachment, they might im¬ 
peach him again, ily the fame rule he might advife to dif- 
folve them again ; and fo they might go on impeaching and 
diffolving alternately, with no other effect than a mockery of 
juftice. The learned gentleman who fpoke before him had 
talked of referring an impeachment to the people by a diffo- 
lution. Althougi) the King’s pardon was not pleadable in 
bar of an impeachment, the learned gentleman thought that 
• the King, if he fhould be qf opinion that a perfon impeached 
was a fit onjedt of clemency, might, by diffolving the Parlia¬ 
ment, taka the fenfe of the people at large, whether the im¬ 
peachment ought to be renewed, and with their acquiefcence, 
produce all the eftedts of a pardon. If this was the learned 
gentleman's meaning, the true mode of carrying it into effedt 
was on the principle that an impeachment aid not abate by a 
diflolution. The King, by diffolving the Parliament, migKt 
fufpend*an impeachment; and if the new reprefen tat ives 
chofen by the people fhould be of opinion that it ought not 
to proceed, there it mull end, and the objedt of an appeal to 
the people would be completely obtained. But were it 
eftablifhed that an impeachment after every diflolution of 
Parliament muft begin de novo , the people, however zealous 
in the profecution, could ciever have the means of bringing it 
to judgement, without the concurrence of the Crown, and to 
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diffolve the Parliament would not be to take the fenfe of the 
people, but to foil them in the exercife of their moil impor¬ 
tant privilege. It had been remarkedthat he himfelf had infifted 
at the bar of the Houfe of Lords on the right of the Com¬ 
mons to frame new articles of impeachment in stay ftage of 
a trial in which they were profecutors, and even tosmake the 
pritoner’s own defence the foundation and materials of fuch 
ynew articles. This had been confidered as a harfh alfl rjgo 
Trous extenfion of privilege; but it was neverthelefs, I 
pioubted right belonging to the Houfe, whole power ame- 
/’vileges were great, becaule their difcretion was fuppofjby a 
* great; and he had infifted upon it, not as a right to he 
on trivial occafions, or a rjight on whic hSir — m g# 
wiiliout an adequ.V.e merely as a ^tfllitutionar 

principle from which to dlaw an argument in fupport of ano¬ 
ther point for whidh he \ f as then contending. But if the ex¬ 
ercife of this right was itonfidered as a Inrdfhip, how much 
greater would be the har<lhip if an impeachment were Hop¬ 
ped hy a diffolution juft ». the prifoner had concluded his de¬ 
fence, and the Commons on the meeting of the new Puvlia- 
inent were to proceed to frame an entire new fet of articles 
again ft him with his whole defence before them? Yet luch 
might be the fttuation of any man, again ft whom an im¬ 
peachment was preferred, according to the dodtrme of the 
learned gentleman. Another learned gentleman had laid, 
that the points on which the law of Parliament turned were 
of fuch nicety that none hut a lawyer could underftand them. 
The fuppofed nicety proved the falfity of the argument. 
Were the cafe fo, how could the law of Parliament be ever 
underftood by men of common education and plain under- 
ftanrding, fuch as compofed the great majority of it? Much 
more, how could it have been eftablifhed by men of ftill more 
ordinary education who compofed the majority of the Houfe 
of Common^ when the theory of the conftitution’was deve¬ 
loped and explained? The next obj a ftion was the want of 
evidence. They had, it feemed, no knowledge of the pro¬ 
ceedings on the impeachment during the late Parliament, and 
there was no evidence on which they could judge whether 
any thing had been proved by the Managers appointed by 
the late Houfe of Commons. It was fomewhat ftrange that 
profeffional men ftiould be fo profoundly ignorant 6f what 
- known to all the world befulfc. But they could 


was 


liften only to oral evidence; the minutes of the evidence 
taken down and printed by the diredtion of the Lords for 
their own information were to lawyers of no ufe whatever; 
and the learned gentleman who fpoke immediately before 
him, who unfortunately had not attended the trial, who had 
■ot heard the evidence; who had no materials on. which to 

*form 
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form his judgement; who could not fuffer himfelf to read writ¬ 
ten minutes of written evidence, fuch as compofed the greater 
part of the evidence on the trial; and who was fo confciencious 
that he wouU not, as an accufer, pray for judgement againli a 
man who,Jpr any thing he knew, might he innocent; had 
alked hojAe, as a Member of the Houle of Commons, could 
go to th/bar of the Houfe of Lords and demand judgement 
infyMr. Baitings, luppofing him to be found guilty? 
deduJ(|B le learned gentleman came to be Attorney General, 
fecomm'd, without any Icrupleot confcirnce, move the Court 
wev\ s Bench for judgement againli all per foils convicted 
arrfn^pf\nations or indidtmems by ins pirdeceflbr in office 
rweaker evidence than the minutes of the 
5 ipeachn 5 H^, which lie w;i.<ml : 'LeJ to tonlidcr as no evi¬ 
dence at all j on no other evidence (ban a copy of the record ; 
and when lie came to be a judge, hi wouTd even pronounce 
judgement on what lie mull conlidelas Bill weaker evidence, 
namely, the notes of a brother Jillge. It was well known 
that nine tenths of mildemeanois vf cie tried at fittings, and 
the record being returned to tlfe Court front which it ifilled, 
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fentence was there pronounced by judges who had heard no 
part of the oral evidence, who had feen nothing of the de¬ 
meanor of the prifoner or witnelii.s, who had no knowledge 
whatever of the cafe or its circumli.mces but whatsthey had 
derived from the notes of the judge who tried it. Nor was 
this all; affidavits both in extenuation ami aggravation, might 
be, and were frequently, produced and read ; ami on this lort 
of evidence, which w T as thus gravely represented by profrf- 
fional men as no evidence at all; on the written evidence of a 
miferable note hook, rendered ft ill more informal, fufpedted 
and worthlefs, by the addition of written affidavits; on'evi¬ 
dence of fuch contemptible authority, that if thole whofe bu- 
• finefs it was to umlerftand it heft were to be believed, it 
ought not to be of force to pluck a feather from a fparrow’s 
wring, would the learned gentleman when advanced to that 
Bench on which he fhould rejoice to lee linn, decide whether 
a fellow fubjedi fhould be fined a Hulling or ten thoufand 
pounds, whether he fhould be imprifoned in the King’s 
Bench for a week, or in Newgate for three years! What 
could he lay on fuch attempts by tnen learned in the law to 
impofe^ipon the plain fenfe and unlearned underftanding of 
the Houfe, but with his right honourable friend (Mr. Burke) 
that gentlemen of the long robe being accuftomed to find the 
reward of their talents elfewhere, thought the wafle and 
offals of their learning good enough for the Houfe of Com^ 
mons? If the learned gontleman had not been prefent at the 
trial, it was his own fault; and it was the firft time that he 
had heard a man urge his own negleft of duty, as a reafon 
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for abridging the privileges of the body to which he belonged. 
On this point, however, he would endeavour to fet him fome- 
what more at his eafe. It was proper that he (hould have been 
preient at the trial, becaufe the Houfe had orderedot; but it was 
not neceflary. There were two ways in whicttv the Houfe 
proceeded on impeachments. In one they attendees a Com¬ 
mittee of the whole Houfe in Weftminfler Hall,\ and in 
* the other they appointed a private Committee, as inSthejyi^ 

1 of*Lord Macclesfield and others,who managed the prolV 
rat the bar ot the Houle of Louis, and where noneyme- 
reft of the Members had any more right to be prefyby a • 
any other lubject In this mode the Houfe having decfru^Vt 
thi-ro was ground fir an impeachment, ctmwi m 
nagemeiu to a private. Gpflfinuteej m whoft/^port they* 
confided; and if their/charges were proved, prayed for 
judgement. The Application of the principle to the other 
mode was obvious. Alill&ugh the Houfe attended pro forma 
as a Committee of the vjjftole Houfe, it was neither required 
nor expefled that every ^individual member Ihould attend; 
and, in this cafe alfo, they ‘trufted more to the report of 
their Managers than to their own ohfervation of the pro¬ 
ceedings. From the Managers, however, the learned gentle- 
'man could receive no information. They were a Committee 
no longer** having, like every other Committee of the Houfe, 
been diflblved by the diflblution of Parliament. When a 
new Committee was appointed, that Committee would have 
all the neceflary documents in their pofleffion, and !>e able to, 
give the Houfe whatever information might be wanted. It 
was aflted if all their proceedings did not ceafe with a diflb¬ 
lution ? Precisely thofe, he would anl'wer, that ceafed with a 
prorogation. On a prorogation, all votes of money and all 
hills depending fell to the ground. So they did on a dif- 
folution. Bv a prorogation the ftate of an impeachment 
was not afFedled. No more was it afie&ed by a diflb¬ 
lution. During the interval occafioned by either* the High 
Court of Parliament could not fit, any more than the 
Coutrs of Common Law, in the interval between term 
and|term. When Parliament met after either, judicial pto- 
ceedings were taken up in Jiatu quo, juft as in the Courts 
below after a vacation. In this manner had the proceedings 
on the impeachment been fuipended by every prorogation of 
Parliament, and the Committee of Managers diflblved. After 
the prorogation the Committee had been reappointed, and 
the proceedings on the trial relumed. There was no differ¬ 
ence between the prefent lituation of the Houfe and its fitua- 
^ion after any of the prorogations fince the trial commenced, 
except that having been fent back to their conftituents, they 
might more properly review their former proceedings, to fee 
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liifJVily culpable, and 
advifing a meafure, per- 
knew mult defeat the 
of 1773, for enquiring 


what they would abide by, and what they would abandon. 
Were a Mimfter, it had been faid, to advife a diflolution for 
the purpofe of petting an end to an impeachment, he would 
be guilty of^» 'high crime. Were a Mmifter to advife a dif- 
folution peJfiing an impeachment, knowing th.it it would put 
an end tdlme impeachment, he would deferve to be impeached 
himfelf./ He did not mean to infinuateany reflection on the 
nourable gentleman who fat oppofite to him (jhe* 
ded 5 ^f^ or of the Exchequer). He had .ldvifed His Majefty^ 
fecona^ ve *b e Parliament at a time that he thought molt 
ent for the public fervice, and he had given the moft 
\x] proofs that he did not believe it would affe& the 
%««achment. But ]£ there were any perfons in 

_ Majefcr^s Councils who 7 hiljeyisd, and who meant to 

maintain, that a diflolution of Parturient neceflarily put an 
end to an impeachment, they we 
ought to anfwer to their country fo 
haps good in itfelf, but which the 
ends of public juftice. By the a£? 
into offences committed in India, it was provided that various 
parliamentary proceedings neceilifry for that purpofe iliould 
continue from Seflion to Seffion, and from Pailiament to Par¬ 
liament, but not a woid was laid of impeachments. This 
was no cafual omiffion, but an ©million on principle, to 
which he pledged, not his opinion, hut his veracity. It was 
in the contemplation of the framers of that ad to include im¬ 
peachments, and on the advice of the late Mr. Dyfon, whofe 
knowledge of the law of Parliament had never been qoef- 
tioned, they were expreffly omitted, that the undoubted 
right and privilege of the Commons might not be weakened 
by an indired adrniflion on their own part, that it was not 
dear. 

• It had been obferved, that as the diflolution of Parliament 
was generally expeded, thofe who corn!uded the impeach¬ 
ment, and were anxious that public juftice ftiouhl not he de¬ 
feated, ought to have brought in a bill to continue the im¬ 
peachment over the diflolution, when they faw that the trial 
could not be concluded before it: thofe who faid lb ought to 
recoiled that it was not the opinion of the Managers that 
the impeachment would be affeded by a diflolution. All 
that on them depended the Managers had done They bad 
moved a refolution in the laft feflion of the late Pailiament, 
that the Commons would perfevere in the profecution of the 
impeachment, till the ends of public juftice were obtained, 
and the refolution had been adopted by the Houfe. What 
was the^condud of thofe who thought that a diflolution 
would pjftt an end to the impeachment ? Did they apprize the 
Houfe of it? No— When *they faw the Houfe voting that 
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they would perfeverc in the impeachment, when th$y knew 
that a diflolution was approaching, which, in their opinion, 
mull ncceflarily be fatal to it, inltead of bringing forward 
their constitutional law for the information of the Houfe, 
when fuch information might have been ufeful, they carefully 
concealed it as a fnare, as a poifon which then la*&lurking in 
their minds, and which was now iufidioully brought into 
aftion to deftioy at once the law of Parliament ancKth eco sK 
ffitution. They had been advifed to infpeft thetjlord’s 
Journals, and to contub r their own as of no authoriwr. r*Hi$ 
honourable and learned friend (Mr. Erfkme) had jbeen fjw 
author of this advice. I 


Primum Grams hob^p^nortnleis tollere cc 
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It was, he believed, the full time that a Member of that 
Houfe had adviftd to {ton lull the journals of the other for 
the privileges o! the Commons, in preference to their own. If 
their own journals coulil afford them no information, then, 
indeed, they might cvunult the journals of the other Houfe; 
or they might appeal to the Lords’ journals as corroborating 
the authority of their own, on any po«nt of pfivilege that 
was diSputed by the Lords; but to Search the Lords’ journals 
for precedents to controvert the authority of their own, and 
to make out a cjfe againft themfelvcs, was what he never 
expected to hear propolcd. They had on their own journals 
an expiels declaration that an impeachment docs not abate by 
a diftblution of Parliament; a declaration acquiefced in by the 
Lords, repeatedly afted upon by the Commons, and never 
once contradicted by a lublequent declaration ; and it was 
ftiange indeed to hear the fame learned gentleman who had 
laid it down as a principle, that an order of any Court com¬ 
petent, acquiefced in for a feries of years, and never after¬ 
wards annulled, made law, adviling the Houfe of Commons 
to conSuIt the journals of the Lords for the purpofeof turning 
a fide the clear and uniform ftream of the law of Parliament as 
it appeared on their own, for more than a century. He re¬ 
joiced, not that the debate had taken place, though he're¬ 
joiced that it had been continued for fuch a length of time as 
to give every gentleman who thought it neceflary an oppor¬ 
tunity of delivering his fentimerits. But let not thofe who 
had given occafion to it imagine that this was owing to 
any’refpeft for their arguments. It was owing purely to his 
ailomftiment at hearing fuch arguments adduced*. Were any 
man to affirm, in defiance of the a6l of Queen Ann, that 
Parliament had no right to interfere with the defceig of the 
Crown, that the aft of fettlement t was not law, anilihaf the 
H'jule of Stuart, and not the Houfe of Brunfwick. had the 
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only legal right to it, he ihould fee! no appfehenfion that the 
proportion might be true, but he Ihould defire time to re¬ 
cover from his aftomfhment, to reprefs the indignation which 
it mult naturally excite, and to obtain for it (uch a free and 
temperate Jncuffion as might procure the moll folid and ef- 
fcdtual ^idemnation of a doflrine fo abfurd and extravagant. 
Such a rftfcuflion the queftion before the Houfe had received ; 
k and gnat as were the advantages which the nation had derived 
froi^ tne acceflion of the Houle of Brunfwick to the Thiftne a 
he^onfideied the decifion of it as of as much importance to thy 
conilitution and the future happinefs of the people, as wlie-' 
the lucctffion Ihould continue in that H lufe or rtvert to * 
t*j»33fefr&ka£ ^tuart. Next to the independent .net free-born 
.Spirit ofVje people, the law f mi^eicljm^nt wis their beft 
fecunty for the undifturbed eii|0^mentof their lives and li¬ 
berties. It was their onlv peiceablil lecumty agamft the vices 
or corruption of the Government, {and let no man, by weak¬ 
er.mg or annihilating that, reducl them to the neceflity of 
having recourle to any other f 

1 l o declare that an impeachfher t did not abate by a diflo- 
lution of Puliairrnt, with a view to pre\ent the improper in¬ 
terference of the Crown, had been cdled muzzling the lion 
with a cobweb Afier that privilege was aflerted and efta- 
blilhed, the King, it was laid, might diffolve the parliament 
when the Lords were on the point of pronouncing a prifoner 
guilty, or after he had heen found guilty and before ludgement 
was gi\en, and fo afford him the meins of efcape, or, he 
might create fifty new Peers in a day £or the purpofe of ac¬ 
quitting a Hate criminal. All this was undoubtedly true. 
He ihould lament to fee the King’s power of ertatmg Peers 
lo abuled; he ihould much more lament to lee that powei 
taken away, and it was a poflible evil agunll which he could 
propofe no remedy. But was it thus they were to argue, 
that whenever an ingenious man could point out fome pofli- 
Me abule agamft which they could not proude, they were to 
give up every fecunty agamft that abufe which the conftitu- 
tion had put into their hands? No human form of Govern¬ 
ment was ever yet lo perfeft as to guard agamft every poflible 
abufe of power, and the fubjedts of every ^Government muft 
lubmit to the lot of men. and bear with fome. But when 
abufes became fo frequent or enormous as to be oppreffive 
and intolerable, and to threaten the deftrudhon of Govern¬ 
ment itlelf, then it was that the laft remedy muft he applied, 
that the free fpint of the people muft put into a&ion their natu¬ 
ral power to redrefs thofe grievances for which they had 
no pea&able means of redrefs, and aflert their indefeafibl* 
nghtflU juft and equitable Government. No man would 
deny Hat cafes might ocfcur in which the people could ha\o 
Vox* XXVIII, P p no 
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no choice but flavery or refiilance; no man would hefitate 
to fay what their choice ought to be ; and it was the belt 
wildom of every government not to create a neceffity for re- 
fiftance by depj iving the people of leg:d means of red refs. Let 
no man think that th^le were hard words com in k from him 
on any perlonal confuhra ion. He was animated no fuch 
motive; hut he felt it his duty to ft ate, in plain terms, to 
what the progrefs of abule mull lead il the lemedy was eflen- 
««tialfy weakened or wholly taken away. 'I In* alternative he 
*V,id mentioned, every good man mull’deprecate as too dread- 
/ful in its probable confeijuences; ami whentver lad neceffity 
/ fliould urge it on, every individual who had a heart to kef 
1 for the calamities of his country, mult deplore fl 1 **dfcjgsgcy 
of the times. Nev^rlhe^fs/jJi^y were to watch p<* 4 Iihihe$ 
that Houfe with an eye of-cauticn and jeuloufy, and ihould 
t/ranny ever he enforced, lie had no doubt but the genth men 
of the Long Rohe, whole opinions on the queftion before the 
Houfe he had felt lumielf obliged to reprobate, would conti a- 
di£t the fentiments they l{ul chofen to deliver, by their ac* 
tions, and prove by their zeal and a£\ivity, that they weie 
as ready to lay down their lives in defence'of their freedom, 
as any defeription of men w hatever. He afluu-d his honour¬ 
able and learned friend (Mr. Erlkine) that he had not for¬ 
feited any^part of his regard by having held an opinion dif¬ 
ferent from his own, on the fuhjedt of the three days debate $ 
and for the reft of the learned gentlemen, he entertained great 
perfonal refpeft, though he felt none for their arguments 

It had been charged as an inconfiflency on thofe who 
maintained the fame opinion as he did, that when they op- 
pofed the appointment of a Committee to fearch the Lords 1 
journals, they had argued from cafes and refolutions to he 
found only in thofe journals. But the charge was nugatory. 
It was perfectly fair to argue from the Lord’s journals, under 
proteft that they would not be bound by them, becaufe it 
was fit, in cafe of a difputr, to hear the ground of t tlieir ad¬ 
versaries’ argument, and^rrc it to their own advantage, if any 
advantage could be deuved from it. It by no means fol¬ 
lowed as a eonfequence that it was fit to fearch the Lord’s 
journals in order to make out a cafe again ft their own right. 

Mr. Fox concluded with a fliort review of the prece¬ 
dents, contending with irrefiflible cle.irnefs and force, that all 
except that of 1685, made agaihft the abatement of an im¬ 
peachment by a diffolution, and had been fo underftood by 
the Courts of Juftice and the moll eminent law authorities 
of the feveral periods ; that according to the legal doctrine of 
precedents, the laft precedent was the bell, and that^e laft 
(the cafe of Lord Oxford) was decidedly in favou^Hf the 
right of the Commons; that if the‘argument on theT>rece- 

dent 
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dent of 1685 was good for any thing, it proved that the 
Lords were not bound by the order of 1678, that their orders 
did not make law, and that the order of 1685 was completely 
annulled feuf their fubfequent proceedings in fitnihr cafes, or 
might hf jmfiulleci by a new order. He apologized for hav¬ 
ing" detamed the Committee on the precedents, as it was not 
on precedent but on principle that he Hood. 1 he right of 
impeachment, proceeding without abatement from Seflioii to # 

Sdfion, and from Parliament to Parliament, was the vita?j 
the defen five principle of the conftitution ; that which pfeA 
fcrved .it from internal decay ; that which protect’d it from 
intend -injui v ; without which, every office of executive \ 
function of judiciil authority, might be exer- 
"cifed or a bu led at the discretion cf (aprifce of him who held 
it. or pf him who had the right ofVippoilying to it. 

Mr. Yorke having animadverts' upon what he conceived 
were the fevere terms in which Mr. Fox had fpoken of the 
lawyers, ) 

Mr. Fox anfwered that he had fpoken harfhly of them nei¬ 
ther colleftively nor individually, but of the opinions which 
fome of them had thought fit to maintain* 

The queftion being loudly called for, feveral Members en¬ 
deavoured to be heard. 

Mr. Erjkinc faid, that he was not furprifed at tfie difpofi- Mr. 
tion of the Houfe to terminate a debate of fucb unufual and Erfkine. 
painful continuance; and that nothing hut his being the au¬ 
thor of it, would induce him to afk the indulgence of the 
Houfe for a moment. He was too much accuAomed to take 
the meafure of Men’s minds from their deportment during 
debate, not to difeover that his nfoticn would have the fup- 
port but of a very few within the Houfe. He would not 
however relinquifli it, but bring the queAion to a decifion. 

He was (fomented in being fupported by the the almoft uni- 
verfal voife of a profeffion, which he was forry that it had 
been fo much the fafliion to cry town. He could not but 
complain of the manner in which Mr. Burke, in particular, 
had treated their arguments, particularly his own. He felt, 
however, no difpofition to retaliate; he recolle&ed the fu- 
perior age, and the various exttaordinary qualifications and 
genius "of the right honourable gentleman, though he feemed 
to have forgotten that he had been of the number of thofe 
thofe who thought themfelves entitled to his friendfhip and 
regard. The gentlemen of the law had been confidered by 
him as no genuine members of the Houfe, but as only perch¬ 
ed th^e as birds of paflage, in their way to another. He 
coulijfenly fay for himfelf, that if he had meant only to reft 
in that place, in the courfe of fuch a purfuit, he ftiould 
hardly have lighted on that naked bough which fupported him,. 
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but have fought the luxuriant and inviting foliage which 
overfpread the oppofite fide of the houfe, which would 
have afforded him kind fhelter, and have accelerated hie 
flight. 

Mr. Burke rifing, in anfwer to Mr. Erfkine, fai(| 9 he be¬ 
lieved he had fpoken in perfect good humour* and he thought 
lie had obferved the Houfe partake oT it. He wiihed to hurt 
the feelings of no man; he efteemed the law highly, and ap¬ 
proved of ti e country being governed by law, hut not by 
/awyers. He had entertained a high refpeft for the honour¬ 
able and learned gentleman’s talents, for his great eloquence* 
and his uncommon aptitude at argument; he could not, there¬ 
fore, but lament the lofs of tJiofe talents, that eloquence, and 
argument in fuppoft of the great conftitutional caufe, the 
impeachment of Mi^. Haftpgs! The queftion that had been 
inovtd by him, was a queftion which involved in it their 
conftitutional privileges; hnd therefore, when he underftood 
that the honourable and leirned gentleman had come deter¬ 
mined to overwhelm his efforts in the greateft and mod im¬ 
portant caufe in which a Houfe of Commons could be en¬ 
gaged, and found he had brought fuch flight materials with 
him, he could not but think that a fine natural flow of words 
without argument and prompt deliberation, rather than a 
ftudied anS a laborious endeavour to render himlelf equal to 
the great work he had fo radii y undertaken, merited the fort 
of animadverfion that he had thrown out on the honourable 
and learned gentleman, in common with all others who had 
fought on the fame fide of the queftion. With regard to 
friendfhip, it was, Mr. Burke faid, if any thing, fuperior 
even to a love of one’s cobntry, as it was the fource and 
lpring, the animating foul, whence originated every other 
virtue; but what right the honourable gentleman had to 
expect any particular friendfhip from him, that honourable 
and learned gentleman belt knew. As to the fubjeft of de¬ 
bate, he thought thofeipho had chofen to defend the privi¬ 
leges of the Houfe of Commons, had defended them fo well, 
that they did not want the help of the honourable and learned 
gentleman, who had taken the field, like David againft Go- 
liah, lightly armed with a ftone and a fling, which could do 
no execution. Mr. Burke mentioned the pamphlet that Mr. 
Erfkine had reafoned from ; and paid a compliment to Mr. 
Adam and Mr. Anllruther* 

r J his called up 

M r- Erjkine. who explained that the pamphlet was nothing 
more than a colle&icn of precedents copied by a friend of his, 
fuj his greater convenience in referring to them. 

Mr mOrde (Secretary in Ireland under the Duke of Rutland) 
faid, an honourable And learned friend near him had mad« 

fuch 
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fuch an imprcffion on his mind, that he would not, till he 
heard more, vote that the impeachment exifted in ftatu quo ; 
but as to the firft and main queftion, his mind was perfectly 
made up; on that, therefore, he could vote with the right 
honourable gantleman- 

The Committee divided; 

Ayes, (for the Speaker’s leaving the chair) 30; Noes, 143. 

The original motion was then put, and carried, without a ( 
divifion. > 

The Houfe adjourned. 

The following Debate was tranfpofed, in order to bring’ 
into one point of view the Debases on the great conflitutional 
queftion, relative to Impeachments leafing after a diAblution, 

Monday , 21 ft t)ccembf\r. 

The order of the day having been read for the feccnd read¬ 
ing of the hill for laying an additional duty on Malt, it was 
moved, “ That the faid bill be now read a fecond time.” 

Mr. HuJJcy admitted that the greater part of the tax would Mr. 
he levied on thofe # who could very well afford to pay the ad- Hufley, 
ditional duty, but then it was to be confidered that it would 
alfo fall on a truly meritorious part of the people, # on whom 
it would operate as an oppreffion, and prove the»hane of in- 
duftry, by driving them to the alehoufe. Upon this ground, 
he earneftly wifiied that the right honourable gentleman might 
be induced to give up the hill. 

Mr. Alartin obferved, that inftead of this tax on malt, there Mr. 
were others that might be reforted to,- which would produce Marti*, 
money, without injury to the poor. There was one tax in 
particular, which he had, on a former occaflon, mentioned 
in that Houfe, and which he thought might be taken. He 
meant a fax on dogs. He was aware that dogs were almoft 
necefTary to fome of the poorer fort of people, who earned 
their livelihood in a peculiar way, Ipit there were many no¬ 
blemen, and men of large fortunes, who kept packs of fox¬ 
hounds, and other fpecies of dogs, merely for their diversion, 
and which might fairly be deemed a luxury. Perfons fo cir- 
cumftanced, he could not imagine, would grudge paying 
fomething to the State for their pleafure. A (hilling per 
annum for every dog kept, he conceived, would neither dif- 
pleafe the rich, nor diftrefs the poor. There were, it was 
true, in this country, as in all others, gradations of rank and 
fortune; but he could not help thinking it hard, that the 
lower order of the poor did not live more comfortably than 
they were known to do yi many inftances. 

Mr. Powys begged that he might be permitted to advert, Mr. 
with lome degree of reprehenfion, to the irregular time of 

begin- 
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1 beginning public bufinefs in that Houfe. He did hot mean 
any thing like an animadverfion on the right honourable gen* 
tleman, whofe various and important duties neceflarily de¬ 
manded his attendance elfewhere*; but he had obferved, that 
the order of the day had fcarcely ever been called for before 
five o’clock. It was equally the fame to him at what hour 
the hufinefs commenced, fo as it was but at a definite hour; 

^amUtherefore he wifhed fome hour were fixed. Mr. Powys 
^ext Hated his reafons for wifhing that the right honourable 
gentleman would confent to give up the tax. He declared he 
rofe for the firft time of oppofing a tax ; but he deemed this 
to be unneceflary, and a tax on an article of confumption, 
but not a tax on all confumcrs : there was a danger, there¬ 
fore, in the example, and the evil war, that the example 
might extend to allother articles not of luxury but neceflity. 
It was faid, the tax affe&ed not the common brewer. Did 
it not ailed the huibandman, and the country, much more 
than the metropolis ? And was not that a circumftance much 
to be lamented, as well as to tte complained of, for its evident 
partiality ? 'Gentlemen were about to go down to their 
conftituents for the holidays, and mix *it^ the focietv to be 
affeded by this tax. They would then probably wifii that 
the difeui^on had taken place rather before they bound them- 
felves by a sefolution to fupport the intended tax. 

Mr. Le Mr. Alderman LeJWefurier obferved, that the honourable 

Mcfurrer. gentleman who lpoke laft, had Hated that the tax on malt 
would fall principally on the country; but he forgot to take 
into his account the money paid towards the taxes by the 
inhabitants in the metropolis. * The honourable gentleman 
had likewife omitted to take into account the fituation of the 
public brewer, who paid twice as much as was laid on the pri¬ 
vate brewery. He underflood that one luifhel of malt would 
be nearly fufficient to brew thirty-fix gallons of fmall beer; 
he could not, therefore, think the tax very oppreflive. He 
was as forry as any gentleman to be obliged to burden the 
Public more than they were burdened already; but fihee they 
muH be taxed,* he thought it difficult to find other taxes lefs 
burdenfome thaivthofe propnfed. 

Mr.Drakc Mr. William Drake cbferved, that he could not avoid men¬ 
tioning the condu& of the prefent fuprr-imperial Emperor of 
Germany, who had, with fo much wifdom and humanity, 
laid his taxes on wine and fpirits, leaving the brewery un¬ 
touched, by which mean's his fubje&s were enabled to drink 
that wholefome beverage, which infpired gladnefs of heart 
and chearfulnefs of mind. He fincerely hoped, that while 
the rich drank wine, the poor might not be deprived of their 
wholefome beverage. He hoped alfo, that the Houfe would 
agree to no tax that would impomifli fmall beer. He doubt¬ 
ed 
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ed not but the receipt of the other taxes would make up any 
deficiency that might be occafioned by thegiving up the malt 
tdx, which he entreated the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
give up to the poor as a free gift. He approved highly of the 
convention, and obftrved, that the poor throughout the 
country*would, unburdened with an additional duty on malt, 
toall health and wealth to the prefent Minifter; but if it 
ihould pafs, he feared they would introduce their toafts v’uh # 
diflorted phrafes, and that the general toaft among them 
would be, 46 The downfall of the Minifler !” Mr. Drake 
declared, that when he faw beneath the roof of penury a 
fteady loyalty, and a willingnefs to obey our laws, hewilhed 
he was as rich as Crcefus, in oeder to prove the inftrument 
of cherishing the diflrefled, and (fo mfSrting the affli£led« 

Mr. Intake advifed the Chancellor of thf Exchequer to ab- 
ftain from his intended tax on malt, and open a public lub* 
fcription bonk for the poor, defiring that he might be put 
down for two bundled guineas. 

Mr, Rofc fa id, that when thufituation of the public brewer Mr. Reft* 
was truly lean, it would be found that the reverfe was the 
fa<Sl, the private brewer being, upon a comparifon, favoured 
to the amount of a million Iterling. Mr. Rofe denied that 
it would be cheaper for the poor to buy their beer, # under the 
new tax, than to biew it. In aniwer to Mr. Powys’s objec¬ 
tion, that the malt tax would chiefly fall exclufively on the 
country, Mr. Rofe obfeived, it would not wholly fall on the 
country, and it was to be recolle&ed that the additional duty 
on fpirits, and the ten per cent, on the afiefled taxes, would 
be paid in a far greater proportion by the metiopolis than the 
country. 

Mr. Peele conceived that the tax w T ouId, if it were lowered Mr.Peelc. 
one half, be made general, and no exception allowed. Thus, 
in (lead of threepence a bufhel, to pav but three halfpence. 

It was a fail which had come within his own knowledge, that 
public brewers increafed greatly in this country, and that 
private breweries were as gieatly on the decline. The pub¬ 
lic brewer had a refource to aniwer any additional tax on him; 
he could raife.the price of his beer, and lower its quality. He 
did not conceive that the riches of a country confided in the 
extent of territory, or the multitude of people, but in their 
fuperior induilry, which fo much the better Supplied them 
with the neceflaries of life; and to this it was owing, that 
in Great Britain, eight millions of people wece better fupport- 
ed, than twice that number in a neighbouring country. 

Mr. Courtenay declared, that in Norfolk the tax on malt Mr. 
before had oppreffed the private brewery fo much, as to put Courtenty 
an end to it in many in (lances; and if the prefent tax were 
perfifted in, the farmers, inftead of allowing their labourers 

beer 
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» beer upon certain occafions, would be obliged to give them 
money ; the confequence of which would be, their going to 
the alehoufe. He, therefore, hoped, that thofe gentlemen 
who protected our game, and the morals of the people, would 
caufe the proclamation againft breaking of the Sabbath, &c. 
to be pafted up in all the alehbufes throughout the'country, 
becaufe, as the labouring order of the people would naturally 
ref$rt to the public houle on Saturday night, they might pre¬ 
pare themfelves for the pious lervice of the enfumg # 3ay, by a 
perufal of the proclamation while they were drinking their 
liquor. Mr. Courtenay trufted that, moft efpecially fince 
the right honourable gentleman had obliged Spanilh jealoufy 
to take the great Spanilh padlock off the Pacific Ocean,* and 
opened the inmoft r^cefl 3 s to the vigorous embraces of Rririfli 
featnen, and the enjprprifing fpirit of our ineichants and lufty 
I Aldermen, the labouring poor would refort to the alehoufe 
to drink the right honourable gentleman’s health, as they muft 
neceffarily imagine that the prefent taxes weie meant as com- 
inemoration taxes, to remind •them of the glorious conven¬ 
tion, and to lead them to fuppofe that not only that was 
made on purpofe for them, but all the cxpences incurred 
merely to oblige them. 

Mr.Vvncr Mr. Vyn,r remarked, that although many acknowledge¬ 
ments were due to the Minifter for the convention with 
Spain, and his conduct refpefling the plan of paying off the 
capital of the expencc incurred, and not'eaving it to futurity 
to be difeharged, he could not avoid objtdting againft the tax 
on malt, which, as a noble Lord had a few nights ago ftated, 
nearly railed four millions of money annually. 

Mr. C#ke Mr. Coke (of Norfolk) declared, that if time were given 
for it, he was perfuaded that inftruiflions would be lent by 
their conftituents from all parts of the kingdom for them to 
oppofe the tax. He therefore hoped it would not pafs into a 
law. An honourable gentleman, Mr. Coke oblerved, had 
fuggefted a tax on dogs. He fliould, he faid, be aliened by 
it ; but he would much fooner that fucli a tax fliould take 
place, than the prefent tax on malt. He could not agree with 
his honourable friend (Mr. Vyner) as to the Spanilh conven¬ 
tion ; he thought it a fruitlefs convention, and that the arma¬ 
ment had been unneccflary. Hecoufeffed he did not like the 
Minifter; he had never given him his confidence; he diibe- 
lieved what that right honourable gentleman faid, and he was 
of opinion that,the Minifter had univerfally 'deceived the 
Public. 

Sir Ed*. Sir Edward Knatchbull (who approved of the tax on dogs) 

K.natch- remarked, that he reprefented a great body of conftituents, 
buil. who would be opprefled by the malt c ta x « He therefore wilh- 
ed it were not perfifted in. 

' . Sir 
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Sir Charles Bunbury thought the late armament unnecefla- SirCharlci 
rily expenfive. He could not conceive that the King of Buubury. 
Spain* feeing our great power, our alliance with Holland, 
and the fituation of France, ever had entertained ferious 
ideas of going to war with us. So far had he been from ima¬ 
gining that malt would bear an additional duty, that he had 
entertained a defign of moving to repeal feme of the exifting 
taxes on malt. Adverting to the piefent fituation of the 
poor and lower order of the people, he remarked, that •ren*# 
was high, meat dear, fuel difficult to be obtained, and every 
neceflary of life enhanced confiderably in its price. That 
was the cafe in Suffolk, where the wife and children of the 
cottagers, fince the Commutation tax, fcarcely ever tailed 
meat, but lived chiefly on tea Aid bread and butter, and the 
hufhand went to an alehoufe. He would advife the Ho jfe to 
turn their eyes from aneailern to a weftern county, (Devon) 
fruitful in foil, fruitful in beer, fruitful in Members of Par¬ 
liament, and fruitful in apples. In his opinion, fince the 
late expences were laid to be for the benefit of all, the com¬ 
mon beverage of all fhould be taxed alike; if the beverage of 
one fet of people be taxed, the beverage of all Jhould be fo 
likewife, cyder as well as ale. Formerly, he wa* aware that 
a tax had been impofed on cyder, and afterwards repealed, on 
the difgull the people then took to the principles of the Excife 
laws, every Englilhman thinking his houfe his caille; but 
the fame refinance would not, he believed, be made now, be- 
caufe he underfiood that, during the laft Pailiamcnr, fome 
thoufands of perfons, concerned in thie manufacture of fnufF 
and tobacco, had been put under the Excife laws, and had 
patiently fubmirted to them. Why, then, might not the 
manufacture of cyder be excifed alto? As it was generally 
expected that every gentleman who objured to one tax, fhould 
fugged another, he begged leave to recommuul a damp duty 
on weights and mealuies. Such a duty would p.ove uf'cful 
in a double point of view; it would pioduce an aid to the 
revenue, and it would fecure to th^fe who paid fo much taxes 
on what they purchafed, an honed and full proportion of 
what they paid for. An honourable Haronet, bir Charles 
faid, had done himfelf great credit, by the pains he had taken 
on thisfubject in the lad Parliament, bur unfortunately he 
had not weight enough to carry the meafure. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved, that with regard to the Mr* fi tc * 
tax in quedion, it certainly would be for his inhered, if he 
could carry themeafure without incurnng any (hare of un¬ 
popularity. Hut unpleafant as it mud, at all times, be tor 
perfons Handing in his fituation to hazard the rifque of po¬ 
pular odium, he fhould ever confider what his duty demanded, 
rather than confult what way mod likely to contribute to his 
Vol. XXVIII. CU per. 
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perfonal eafe or his perfonal Intereft. Nothing he had heard 
(hat day, weighed diffidently with him to induce him to al~ 
iter his opinion on the fubjeCl: j he mull take the fenfeof the 
Houfe upon the queftion, if it were neceffary; nor could he 
bring bimfelf to believe, that fo very frnall an addition to the 
^duties on malt already paid, as rather more than \ farthing 
per gallon on the better fort of beer, and not more than one- 
thiid of a farthing per gallon on the fmall beer, could be at- 
r tended with ferious effeft to any defcription of perfons, rich 
or poor, and the more efpecially, as it was merely to be tem¬ 
porary, and to exift but for a fhort period of time. Gentle¬ 
men, adverting to what had fallen from a noble Lord a few 
evenings lince, had obferved, that malt already paid three 
millions and a half, nearly half the intereft of the national 
debt, and that therefore more ought not to be levied on that 
article. If fuch were the principle on which gentlemen rea- 
foned, they deceived theml'clve* inrefpeCt to theprefent tax. 
At this emergency, 8oo,cool. was propofed to be raifed, and 
he took about i.o,OCOl. of that fun from malt, which was 
by no means in proportion to (he amount of the money which 
malt already yielded. Mr. Pitt to k notice of what had 
fallen from Mr. Peele refpeCting the redudlion of the tax on 
malt, and taking it generally. He laid, that an honourable 
fiiend of his, (Mr. Roic) had /hewn, that the public brewer 
paid fo much more than ihe private brewery, and that there 
was no lefs than a million fterling in favour of the latter. 
Another gentleman had faid, why not lay a lax on dogs ? He 
would tell the honourable gentleman; becaufe, having fully 
confidered it, he could not fee by what means fuch a tax 
could be impofed, fo as to avoid cvaHon and make it pro¬ 
ductive. He had heard of an intention to take dogs as, a pa¬ 
rochial tax, and appropriate the produce in aid of the poor’s 
rate. Whe ever any practical plan of that kind^ftiould be 
offered to the Houfe, he would pay it due attention, An¬ 
other ger.tleiii. n had obferved, that they muft turn'their eyes 
from the caft tc the weft, and tax cyder, and that the objec¬ 
tion to the Excife laws had been of late done away by the to¬ 
bacco bill. Not having fat in the late Parliament, the ho¬ 
nourable iforonet might have fa "Jen into the error fo indullri- 
oufly circulated, a r :d imagined that fome thoulands of tohac- 
conifts, who were never fo before, were then fubjeCted to the 
Excife laws. The fact was, only a few hundreds, befides 
thofe of the trade, who were before under the Excife laws, 
were fo fub’ecled. 

Mr. Mr. SkcruLm declared that, in his opinion, the right ho* 
Sheridan, nourable gentleman had not oilered one argument of fuffi- 
cient weight to refute the many ftropg objections which had 
been fo forcibly urged by different gentlemen that day. An 

honourable 
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honourable gentleman (Mr. Drake) had fpoken very feelingly 
and painted fcenes which had convinced him, that the pooreft 
people in the kingdom, were ttiofe who flood moft in need 
of friends in that Houfe. Of the truth of that fentiment, 
Mr. Shejidan faid, he had long been convinced, and he fhould 
be extremely happy to fee the fa6t reverfed. The honourable 
gentleman, however, had recommended it to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to give up the additional tax on malt, Jeft 
that among the poor orders of the people the Downfall of the 
Minifter fhould become a prevalent toaft. As the people in 
the county, the chief town of which he had the honour to 
reprefent, would be very materially affefled by the tax, Mr. 
Sheridan faid, he had little dc*ibt, if the right honourable 
gentleman perfifted in obftinately adhering to it, that toaft 
was moft likely to be adopted and recorded on the pottery of 
Mr. W edgwood. The honourable gentleman, he obferved, 
had faid, that the tax was to be hut temporary; but malt 
was the very worft article that could have been cholen for a 
temporary tax, fince the malt^duty had, within the laft two 
or three years, fallen confiderably fhort of its produce. For¬ 
merly, it raifed feven hundred and fifty thonfand pounds, 
whereas, by the different oppreffons impofed of late years 
through the medium of additional duties, the funj produced 
had, by degrees, funk, year after year. As to the connec¬ 
tion between the taxes and the fubjeft of the convention, the 
right honourable gentleman muft permit him to fay, that 
when they were laying frefh burdens op the people, they, on 
that fide of the Houfe, who had all along argued againft the 
caufeand the confequences of the meffage to Parliament, laft 
feffion, who had contended that what had happened did not 
call for fo high-toned a language as bad been i.fed, that the 
fubjedt of the quarrel did not juflify the expenccs and prepa¬ 
rations which had been gone into and gotten ready, and that 
the convention was the worft convention ever made, they 
could not beexpedled to admit the taxes propos’d were to be 
received implicitly, and all objedlion fmothered on account 
of that meafure, which having taken place, rendered new 
taxes indifpenfably neceflary. With regard ro a tax on dogs, 
propofed by an honourable gentleman behind him, (Mr. Coke) 
although what had fallen from that gentleman did credit to 
his difintereftednefs, Mr. Sheridan laid, he was perfuaded 
fuch a tax was not practicable, but there were, he had no 
doubt, other taxes to be found, which would prove lefs liable 
to objeQion, and at the fame time would raife the deficiency 
which giving up the malt tax would occnfion. For that* 
and the various obic&iojis which had been Hated by different 
gentlemen, he really wifhed the right honourable gentleman! 
would confent to forego the addition to the malt tax, and as 
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he was thoroughly perfuaded, that when it was properly con- 
fidered, it would beften in the light in which he had placed 
it, as a tax likely to be attended with many bad confequences, 
he had defjgned to make a motion, “ That the. bill be read 
“ that day fix months; 9 ’ but he would only move to amend 
the motion, by leaving out the word “ now,” and taferting 
the words, <c Monday the feventh of February.” 

Mr.Bullcr Mr. Bailer declared, that he had approved the convention, 

* but*thought the tax not likely toanfwerthe Minifter’s pur- 
pofe, and obje&ionable on a variety of accounts. He fhould 
therefore oppofe it; and if a tax on cyder was propofed, he 
fhould be equally ftrenuous in his oppofition to that, becaufe 
he had no idea of laying taxqs that bore only partially on one 
description of per forts, When the expences that were to be de¬ 
frayed, had been incurred with a view to the general benefit 
of the kingdom. He lived in a weflern county, and well 
knew that a tax on cyder could not be impofed, without oc- 
cafioning infinite diflrefs, and from the manner in which alone 
it could be colle&ed, without.creating great confufion in that 
part of the kingdom ; he fhould, for that reafon, were fuch 
a meafure brought forward, objedt to it, and to any tax pro¬ 
pofed in that Houfe liable to fimilar objedlions. 

Mr. Mr. Alartin reminded the Houfe, that he had faid that he 
Maiun. thought o r ne (hilling a year for each dog would be produdf ive, 
without proving oppreflive. Noblemen who kept two-and- 
fifty couple of fox-hounds, would have but five pounds a year 
to pay, and the poorer man, who kept but a Angle dog, would 
have only a (hilling. 1 

Mr. Noel Mr Noel Edwards faid, there was a fubjeft of taxation 
Edwards. that had never yet been taken up, whicli he conceived would 
raife a confiderable fuin, and, at the fame time, prove a na¬ 
tional benefit, and that was a taxon coffins. At^prefent, it • 
was the pradlice, from motives of vanity, to make an ufelefs 
parade at the funeral of mod people ; a fairer objedt, then, 
furely could not be feledled to raife a revenue from the empty 
pomp of furviving individuals; and another reafon which 
proved it to be a wife meafure, was, that as mod of the 
coffins of thofe, whofe families could afford it, weremadeof 
oak, the tax would check the pradlhe, and more elm coffins 
would be made than heretofore, which would fave a confi¬ 
derable quantity ot fo valuable a wood as oak, for the more 
important fervicc of the country. 

MftFox. Mr. Fox obferved* that the queflion whether the intended 
^ additional tax on malt was likely to prove either a good or a 
bad tax, was not a queflion which turned upon opinion, but 
a queflion of fadl. The right honourable gentleman had de¬ 
fended the tax, by faying that the* additional duty to that 
already impofed, was fu iuutll that it could fcarcely be felt at 

all. 
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all, and that it would do no injury to the private brewery, 
whereas a number of gentlemen, who lived more in the 
country than he did, and much more than the duties of the 
right honourable gentleman’s office would permit him to do, 
v and who, confequently, were more likely to be acquainted 
with the truth than either the right honourable gentleman or 
he was, had declared, from their own knowledge, that the 
fa& was otherwife, that the additions to the malt tax, wlpch 
had been laid already, had fo nearly turned the balance, that 1 
this intended addition was likely to weigh it down, and de- 
ftroy the private breweries (where it muft be moft the wtfh 
of every man that they lhould not be deftroyed) in the fa¬ 
milies of the hard-working poor. Had gentlemen fuch per- 
fe£t confidence in the right honourable gentleman, that they 
thought his intelligence, which he rfiuft peccffarily obtain at 
fecond hand, fo free from fufpicion, that they might fafely 
rely on it, and that fufpicion could more properly attach to 
the information which fo many country gentlemen had given 
the Houfe, declaredly from their own knowledge ? Mr. Fox 
faid, he thought the prefent one of thofe inflances like the 
fhop-tax, when the right honourable gentleman was obftinate 
with a degree of perfeverance, inconfiftent, in his mind, with 
prudence and good fenfe. The right honourable gentleman, 
it was true, had, when he propofed the fhop tax, faid, that 
if he could be convinced that it would fall on the fhopkeeper, 
and not the confumer, he would give it up. That was fair; 
but unfortunately it was four years before the right honour¬ 
able gentleman was convinced, although he had been told by 
all of them, from the firft, that it would fall upon the ftiop- 
keeper, and atlaft he was ohliged to give it up himfelf, con- 
feffing, that the fliopkeepers having perfifted fo long in de¬ 
claring that the tax fell on them, was a proof that he had been 
miftakenin his reafoning, and that it ought to be repealed, 
Mr. Fox declared that, for his part, he was then ready to 
give his opinion, but he faw no objeftioo to put the fecond 
reading of the bill off till after the holidays, by which time 
it might be afeertained, by inquiry, whether the fad with 
regard to the probable effedt of the tax, was as the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman had ftated it, or as it had been ftated by 
thofe'gentlemen who were fomuch more likely to be better 
informed 011 the fubjedh At any rate, it was better to ab- 
fiain for a while from laying a tax, than to have it to repeal 
aftei it had been impolcd. With regard to the propofed tax 
on dogs, though he had the utmoft refpedl for every thing 
that fell from tiie honourable gentleman behind him, yet he 
muft own he had not the fmnlleft idea that fuch a tax could, 
by any mode of colledUon or regulation, be rendered produc¬ 
tive to fuch a degree, as to be made to yield arty confiderable 
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fum. As the malt tax was given for foratitbing’ batter than 
lOOjOOoL, or an eighth part of the whole money to be raffed, 
be, for one, would give his confent that the other Iefs excep¬ 
tionable taxes that had been propofed, fhould be continued 
for fome time longer than the fotar years, rather than ufe 
the malt tax, and then rejedt it, whenexperience hail proved 
its impolicy. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that his own reafon why 
he thought they ought not to keep off the proceeding with 
the bill after the holidays, was, becaufe* having ascertained 
the amount of the expences lately incurred, it was highly 
neceffary that they lhould, with all poflible difpatch, provide 
the means of defraying them >»and another reafon was, becaufe 
the feafon of the yeai 1 happened to be favourable to laying the 
taxes fo that they might fpeedily commence, and give an op¬ 
portunity for raifing a part of the money immediately. With 
regard to what had been faid by thofe gentlemen, who, from 
living in the country more than other gentlemen, had local 
opportunities of knowing the effed of the duties on malt, he 
certainly could not pretend to vie with them in refpedl to that 
fort ofknowledge of the fubjedt which depended on local in¬ 
formation, but he was fufficiently convinced of the fad! rela¬ 
tive to the fmall effeft the tax would have on the better and 
the fmaller* fort of beer. 

Mr. Pelham believed that gentlemen had made up their 
minds on the fubjedt, and therefore he would not vote for a 
fmall delay, but for gutting it off till that day fix months. 
The laft tax on malt had fuch an effedl, that moft of the pri¬ 
vate breweries were fupprefTed by it. In the county which 
he had the honour to reprefent, and in which he lived, the 
fadt was the fame as an honourable Baronet had rfcprefented 
it to be in an eaftern county; private breweries had been 
flopped in Suffex as well as in Suffolk, and the people forced 
to fubftitute fpirits in (lead of beer, which not only was moil 
pernicious to the health of individuals, but offered the greateft 
encouragement to fmuggling in general. In Suffex, and he 
believed it w r ould be found to be the cafe in moll maritime 
counties, there were people who went about felling fpirits in 
private houfec, at a lower price than it was poffible for them 
to brew beer. This was a great hurt to the hufbandman and 
farmer, and it was folely owing to the heavy taxes on malt. 
The worthy Alderman, (LeMcfurier,) Mr. Pelham obferved, 
had Hated that a bufhel of malt would brew thirty-fix gal¬ 
lons of fmall beer; he never had experienced the honour of 
tailing any of the A Merman’s fmall beer, but it mull be very 
extraordinary beverage, fince the u(ual allowance was four 
bulhels of malt to brew thirty fix gallons of table beer. 
With regard to the proportion of revenue raffed by duties on 
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malt, though nearly four millions were obtained one way and 
another, yet only about 8oo,oool. were raifed immediately 
from the malt confumed in thebrewery, and therefore i20,000l. 
additional upon that fum, was a much greater proportion 
than the right honourable gentleman had in the courfeof the 
former debate ftated* 

^Mr. Alderman Le Mefurier begged leave to aflure the ho- Mr. Ala. 
nourable gentleman who fpoke laft, that he had not faid that If Mefu- 
one bufliel of malt would brew thirty-fix gallons of table beer, rier. 
but that he had undcrftood that one bulhel of malt was neatly 
enough to brew a barrel of table beer, fuch as the public 
brewer fold for fourteen (hillings. He had his information 
from a brewer of reputation, wkcfchad ftated to him that eight 
bufhels of malt would brew fix barrels of table beer. The 
Aldetman begged the Houle to rccollefl, that he was not 
talking of the noble O&ober or March beer, about which 
they had all heard fo much, but about the fmall beer, which 
every man was glad to meet with. 

Mr. Courtenay role* to remark, that if what the worthy Mr. 
Alderman had ftated was true, that one bufliel of malt would Courtenay 
brew thirty - li x gallons of beeir, it was an unanfwerable ar¬ 
gument againft the new tax. 

Mr. PuBtncy luggefted, that as the right honourable gen- Mr. 
tleman, in all probability, received his information from the Pulteney, 
brewers, and as they were < hvioufly interefted in averting 
the tax from themlelves, and’throwing it upon the private 
brewery, they might give falfe intelligence to the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman, and it was not unlikely that his tourers 
cf information was corrupted. It was not in the country as 
in town, that there Was always a public brewer at hand, and 
the pooler fyrt of people, who had families, often lived at 
# the diftance of eight or ten miles fiom a common brewer, fo 
that the expence of fetching their beer would amount to more 
than the difference of an increufe of duty, whether the pro¬ 
portion were no laiger than the right honourable gentlcmati 
had ftated it to be. He could no*, however, help fufpedting 
that the right honourable gentleman's calculation was erro¬ 
neous. 

Mr. Drake took notice that the worthy Alderman had Mr.Drake 
mentioned the noble old October, a matter now out of ques¬ 
tion, a matter which he lamented. Mr. Drake, after, a few 
fentences upon the fad effefls of increafing the malt tax, ex- 
claimeJ, u Farewel to the good old difh of good old times fet 
€i before good old men; farewel to good old cheer, and a 
“ merry CliriftmasP 

Mr. Pluma faid, that the tax, he was perfuaded, would Mr. 
prove eflentially detrimental to t>c morals of the people, and Phimer. 
not add to the revenue in any degree equal to the right ho¬ 
nourable 
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gentleman’s expectations. He begged to know If 
the right honourable gentleman meant to apply the new tax 
to the ftock of malt in hand ? , 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that this queftion would i 
have come with greater propriety when the bill fhould be' 
before the Committee; but he had no fcruple to fay, he cer¬ 
tainly did mean to apply the new tax to the ftock of maL on 
h^nd. 

Mr. Plumer exprefled his concern to hear it, fince that 
added confiderably to the oppriflion, and furnifhed a frefti 
and a forcible obje&ion againll the bill. 

The queftion being then called for, the Houfe divided, 
when the numbers were, t^at the word “ now” ftand part of 
the queftion; * ' 

Ayes, 126; Noes, 91. Majority 35. 

The bill was then read a Iccond time, and committed for 
to-morrow. 

Lord Lord Sheffield fa id, he had learnt that many of his confti- 

Shdfield. tuents were much alarmed l},y tlie new bill, impofmg additi¬ 
onal duties on rum and fpirits, efpecially by that claul'e which 
fays they fhail take place on the 16th inft, paft, and which 
annuls all contrails that the additional duties affeft As 
men of honour, they could not avail themfclvestf this legal 
tlilcharge, and mufi fuller very feverely. He added, that 
his conitituents not being aware of the unprecedented rapi¬ 
dity of the Mimiler’s proceedings in rcipect to the taxes^ in 
queftion, they had not yet fully communicated to him their 
grievances. He fhould, probably, therefore, enter farther 
into the bufinefs when it came to tiie Committee, liefore 
which time, poflibly he might receive fome in Iruilions.— 
[Mr. Pitt relinquiihed the point in queftion before the hill 
came to tiie Committee, and allowed till the 28th inft. to 
take out rum that had been warehoufed, on paying the old 
duty only.]—He fhould, at prefent, content himfelf with 
addings in refpect to rum, that that article had*been almoft 
a drug, and fcarce paid the expence of making and freight; 
that the price had been railed by the late armament, but was 
not likely to continue; that it was by no means a favourite 
liquor among the people, but was running into difufe, brandy 
being preferred; that the planters depended on this article to 
pay their expences; that they had fuffered much of late years 
ftom hurricanes, and that they were now fufFering under one 
which blew from this ifland; that it was hardly neceffary for 
him to explain that healluded to proceedings madly conduc¬ 
ed, and mifchievoufly protrailed, relative to flavery. He 
laid the word madly had flipped from him; that he by no 
means meant to apply it particularly to the conduft of the 
honourable gentleman who had taken a lead in the buftnefs; 

bat 
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but perhaps it might be juftly applied to a rage which had 
gone through the country, attended with as little judgement^ 
temper, or difcriinination, as could be expe&ed in any hur¬ 
ricane that ever fwept a Weft India ifland. 
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In a.Committee of the tirtiole Houfe, on the Malt-tax bill, 
Mpr-Chancellor Pitt propofed fourpence per barrel as the 
^Srawback to brewers. # 


Mr. Baker contended that the drawback ought to be four- Mr.Baker 
pence halfpenny, becaufe, if he was well informed, onebufhel 
ind a half of malt went to a barrel of beer. 

Mr, Pitt anfwered, that the jjrewer6 were fatisfied with the 
drawback as propofed. 0 • 

„ Mr .Plumer, arguing againft theclanfe which attaches the Mr. 
duty to the Hock of malt on hand as unifair, added, that fe- Plumer. 
veftd perfons, who, in the ordinary courle of their bufinefs, 
had a confiderable Itock in hand, or in preparation, might 
perhaps have rather leflened tjum increalcd their flock, had 
they been aware of the additional duty. 

Mr. Rofe obferved, that if fuch taxes were not to have a Mr. Rote, 
(hoit retrofpect, thefirft mention of them would prove a fort 
of warning to provide a very large flock, which would be 
fold at an advance propoitioned to the additionaPduty, and 
the money levied on the con turner, without coming into the 
Exchequer; and as a drawback was to be allowed to brewers, 
without a retrofpect, it might be allowed 011 beer brewed from 
malt which had not paid the duty t<J countervail which it 
Wa f granted. 

A nevtf claufe was brought up, limiting the duration of the 
tax to tint period when the aggregate produce of the taxes 
fliall amount to i,6co,oool. 

Againft this it was ohjcdled, that the failure of the other 
taxes might render this tax of longer duration than was at 
firft intended, fuppofing the taX itfelf to be produdtive. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt admitted, that l'omc of the other taxes Mr. Pitt*' 
would be lefs produdlive than he had at firft calculated ; but 
the principle of duration was originally ftated on the aggregate 
produce, and this, he had every reafon to believe, would not 
fall fhert of 8oo,oooI. a year. 

The report was ordered to be received to-morrow. 

In a Committee of the whole Houfe, on the additional Spi¬ 
rit-duty billj 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid it had been intended to take the 
duty on rum from the 16th of December ; but on account of 
the inconvenience ftated, it was to commence from the 
28th. 

• report was ordered to be received to-morrow. 

Vol. XXVIII. Rr Mi. 



JQ& PARLIAMENTARY A. 1790. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. F»x condemned the retrofpeft of the bill hy which 
the additional duty is charged on the afleffment of the laft 
half year. It was, he obferved, unfair to evade a tax, but 
perfectly fair for any man to avoid it, by difcontinuiug the 
• ufe of the article taxid; but here this option was taken away, 
and a man was to pay an additional duty, not for the fjrvants. 
horfes, and carriages which he adlually kept, but for thdfe 
which he had kept before he had heard of the duty. . * 

Mr. Pitt/ Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that the laft afleffment was 
taken as the criterion on which the additional duty was to be 
affeffed, which had always beep done on iimilar occafions. 

Mr. Baker propofed a quarter, inftead of Haifa year, which 
was negatived. 

A claufe was added, to oblige the colleftors of this tax, in 
the feveral diftri&s, to give fecurity, if required, in the fame 
manner as the collectors of the land tax. 

The report was ordered to be received on the morrow. 

Mr. Mr, Hippt'jlcy rofe to make the motion of which he had 
Hippcfley given notice on Thurfday laft. He faid, his objedt was then 
only to put a few queftions to a right honourable gentleman, 
(Mr. Dundas) which have tended to fatisfy his doubts with 
refpedt to the origin of the war. 

With reipect to the prelent motion, the Houle had echoed 
back 11 is Majcfty’s fpeech in its whole extent, fubjedl to fu¬ 
ture difeu (Ron. A part of it had been difculfed, and he fin- 
cerely vvifhed the former motion for papers had been coinpre- 
hen live enough to embrace the prefen t inquiry. As tb~ lot 
to move it had failed to himfelf, he Ihould l’uhmit what he 
had to offer under the corre&ion of the right honourable and 
learned gentleman opposite to him, whofe fituation gave him 
great advantages of information, as well as of other gentle¬ 
men whofe local knowledge and refidence in India made them 
very competent to form a correct judgement. 0 

Mr. Hippefley requefted, that the p^rt of His Majefty’s 
fpeech which related to India, might be read: 

u You will have obferved, with concern, the interruption 
which has taken place in the tranquillity of our Indian pof- 
feflions, in confequence of the unprovoked attack on an ally 
of the Britifh nation. The refpsftable ftate, howeyer, of 
the forces under the dire&ion of the Government there, and 
the confidence in the Britifh name, which the fyftem pre- 
feribed by Parliament has eftablifhed among the native powers 
in India, afford the moft favourable profpedt of bringing the 
conteft to a fpeedy and fuccefsful conclusion.” 

He then begged la ftate the faff to which he prefamed this 
part of His Majefty’s fpeech applied/ 

« Tlie 
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« The Rajah of Travancore negociates the purchafe of the 
fort of Cranganore, and Accottah of the lJutch.—Tippoo 
Sultan obje&s to the purchafe. TJie Rajah peififls, and 
"Tjppoo endeavours to repel it by open hoHihry.” This was, 
pnma facie, the Hate of the cale; but l'ome circumftances, 
^conneAed with the tranfaftion, muH alfo be fia r ed, to give 
it its proper polour. About two year*. fince, the Rajah ap- 
two of our battalions to he Hationed in his couptry,^ 
which was granted. About this time, probably, he fiill me¬ 
ditated the acquifition of the forts. T he officer who com¬ 
manded this detachment wrote to Sir Achibald Campbell, 
then Governor of Madras, Hating the advantages which the 
acquifition of Cranganorc and»*\ccottah would be of to the 
Rajah. Sir A,C. immediately expreflfd his dire£l dilappro- 
bation of the meafure, anticipating, probably, the inifehief 
incidental to fuch a tranfa&ion. No more was heard of Cran- 
ganore during Sir A. CYs government. l»ut foon after Sir 
A C. had left India, the Rajah himfelf wrote to his fuccef- 
for, (Mr. Holland) that he Jiad completed the purchafe of 
Cranganore, and agreeably to the approbation of the former Go¬ 
vernment. 

Tippoo Sultan, in confequence of this purchafe, marched 
- towards the Travancore lines—threatening an attack if the 
Rajah would not reliiiqiiifh the potfeflion of the forts in ques¬ 
tion,'—the Rajah refilled,—and Tippoo commenced hollili- 
ties. 

--.After the attack of the lines, Mr. Hippelley obferved, that 
Tippoo wrote an apology for his conduct to our (government, 
declaring his with to continue in frier\dfhip w ith theEnglifh, 
and to avoid any caufe of offence towards them. It is even 
reported, tthat he offered to leave the fuhjedt to arbitration. 

On the reprefentation of tliefe fafls to the Supreme Go- 
■ vernmenf, their opinion is Hated to have been—“ That as 
the attack had been made by Tippoo/;/ per [on , and as he knew 
we were bound by treaty to fupport the Rajah of Travancore, 
fhould our Government accept his apology, it would amount 
to a declaration of our weaknefs to all the powers of Ilin- 
doflan P 

From this flatement, which had been very credibly vouch¬ 
ed to Aim, Mr. H. conceived that it was probable Tippoo 
Sultan might belefs blameable than we were aware if net 
flridlly juflifiable ; and confequently that our hoftile interfe¬ 
rence might not be lb well adapted to conciliate and illuHrate 
the fyfiemWxA down for the better government of India* Mr. 
H. hoped he fhould not be CQnfidered as undertaking the^r- 
neral defence of Tippoo Sultan : he confidered himfelf rather 
a* an advocate for the honour and juftice of the Britifh na¬ 
tion* He admitted the claim of Tippoo to the epithet of a 

R r 2 mercilefs 
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mercilefs tyrant; the tyrant, neverthelefs, had his rights, 
and confequently his wrongs, in common with other men 1 

It would be neceffary* he obferved, to examine the local 
/Situation of that part of the coaft of Malabar which involved 
the prefent contention. He could have wilhed foj: the advan¬ 
tage of a corredi atlas on the table, which he thought at any 
rate would be a valuable acquifition to the Houfe, as the Re¬ 
ference to fuch a code, in confequence of the late convmV»<jn. 
” would probably be more frequent than to our ftatute books. 

Cranganore was feated north of the territory of Travan- 
Core, and of Cochin- Cochin had indifputably been tribu¬ 
tary to Hyder Ally, and ,he believed it was 10 Tippoo SuU 
tan, Cranganore probably flight be in the fame predica¬ 
ment; the preemption Certainly was in favour of fuch a 
fuppofition, as moft of the little Rajahfliips on that part of 
the coaft weie, at foine time or other, tnbutary to this 
power. Cranganore was certainly in the poffeflipn of th$ 
Dutch ; ftill it might owe fealty to Tippop. 

In attempting the puichafe,of this fortrefs, whit motive, 
{liort of ambition, could have influenced the Rajah of Tra- 
vancoie? At any rate, Tippoo couid noc view luch a tranl- 
aiiion with indifference. In the bands of a a neutral trading 
Company (the Dutch) it was of little import; but in the 
pofteffion dfan active ally of the Britifh Government, CTaiv- 
gar.oie alTmneil a very diJl rent appeal ance. 

Let it be fnppofed, fora moment, that we had transferred 
Anj p ngo, which we poflefs in the Travancore countr, ^ 
Tippoo Multan. Would not the Rajah of Ttavancore have 
caufc of complaint, and even of lefwt.mce ! 

Let us take a cafe nearer home—We had, within a few r 
days, heard much of the nice point of honour, 0* the gal- 
Janti v, of the chivalry of the Spaniard ! Suppoie we were tq 
transfer the pofldiion of Gibraltar to the Moor or Algerine, 
what would probably be the feelings of the Spaniard on luch 
a transfer t 

t hole parallels, Mr. H. obferved, vveie not exaggerated, 
and would ferve. as clues to Tippoo’s lentiments and conduit 
on the prefent occafion. 

Travancore was ftated as the ally of the lhitifh nation, 
and muft at all events he protrdted* She was included in 
our laft treaty with Tippoo Sultan, where the contradting 
parties have bound themfelvos not to“ aflift the enemies, nor 
u make war on the friends of each other. 9 ’ She was alfo vir¬ 
tually included in the treaty of 1769, with other powers, on 
the fame terms, “ provided they do no* become the aggreflbrs; 
if they do, they are not to be afiifted by either party.” As 
far as her teiritori^s and her intereftsVere concerned in ftatu 
\uo % in 1784, the date of pur treaty, ccitaiulyon thqfecon- 

ditions 
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ditions (he was to be protected. But furely it would be a 
moil mifchievous principle to fet up—that we are bound to 
protefl her in every ambitious fcheme for the extenfion of 
K%f*dominicns, whether by purchafe or otherwife! 

^ Such, Mr. Hippefley obferved, were his doubts, as to the 
ftflice df engaging in a war with Tippoo Sultan, in defence 
ofthe new acquihtion of Travancore. 

^^Jlfrrloubts were not lefs of the policy than of the juftice 
ofthi war. 

We were to rely much on the Mahratlas, it was faid, and 
on the Nizam. Could we fo foon forget the firft feature of 
the Mnhratta character ? Mahratta faitli was as proverbial 
in Iudin^ as the Punica fidei in#the # days of ancient Rome. 
Had we forgotten ourdependance on the\lahrattas in 1767, 
when they marched to attack the frontier of Hyder, and co¬ 
operate with us and with the Nizam, with a view to extir¬ 
pate the tyrant of My fore ? What was the confcquence ?— 
They leached Hyper’s frontier, from whence he fent them 
back, with a few conccjfions , inyeace to their own country. 

And how did the Nizam conduct himfelf ? He concluded 
a treaty of pcipetual friendfliip with us, offenfive and defen- 
five. He joined our army under General J. Smith, and 
marched with us againft Hyder Ally. When hg came in 
view of our enemy, he defeited us, and joined the ft?ndatd 
of Hyder;—he continued for fome time a&ivdy fighting 
againft us, and Hyder, in the fequel, diflated a difgraceful 
at the gates of our capital. # 

Could we forget, too, the general confederacy of 1780, 
among the native powers, at the head of which the Nizam 
was, and the ohjedt of which was to root out the Britifli na¬ 
tion fro pi India ? 

The moment was faid to he favourable, from the increafed 
force of opr army, and the inability of France to annoy us. 
He granted, our army never was on fo refpeflahle a footing ; 
the merit of which was fo ftri&ly referable to the zeal and 
exertions of Sir A. Campbell. 

Could we fuppofe that Tippoo had not kept pace with our 
improvement—that his army had not been increafed and dis¬ 
ciplined pari pajfu .—He had a force of 150,000 men, a large 
corps of Europeans, well officered, an admirable artillery fu- 
periorly ferved. Add to this the very finews of war, a re¬ 
venue of five millions fterling, and aTreafuryof eight or 
nine millions. To thefe refources we were to oppofe an ex- 
haufted treafury, and a tottering credit. The fmall difeount 
on the Company’s paper had been mentioned as a proof of 
reftored credit, but there # was reafon to believe that this was 
owing to decline of trade, which fcarcely left to monied men 
a more profitable ufe for their money. 
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As to France, as a rival kingdom, be believed we had little 
to fear at prefenr; but it Should be remembered, that no 
later than 1787, a number of enterprifing individuals of that 
nation bad by their intrigues gone near to light up Indian a j 
flame. They probably ftill exifted, at the Durbars of th^ 
Mahrattas, of the Nizam, and of Tippoo;—they ^tv ere iWp 
in the corf.dsnce of thole powers, but the good fenfe andMiL 
ration of the French Governor, who arrived in'Tyf^ ^ 
Pondicherry, checked tide intrigues, and prevented a war, 
Mr, Hippeiley obierved, he had the honour of furnifliing 
the right honourable and learned gentleman with well authen¬ 
ticated documents on that fuhjebt. 

Mr, Hippeiley laid he would not tn fpafs farther on the 
patience of the Houfe. He trufted that their candour would 
give credit to his ,motives. He agreed with his honourable 
friend, (Mr. Grey) that 44 any peace, where the honour of 
46 t»ie country was not bartered away, was better than the 
44 moft fuccefsful war.” At any rate, it was the bufinefsand 
duty of Parliament to look with a moft jealous eye to the in- 
fraction of the fyftem which had been laid down in its wif- 
dom for the better government of India. 

Mr. I lippefley deprecated a war in India efpecally, and 
entered into a forcible detail of the difficulties and mifene% 
that wouhl attend it in that diftant part of the world, which 
indeed were fo obvious, that he trufled no motives of falfe 
ambition, nor profpecfls ofconqueft in addition to our terri- 
toiy, could be reckoned an excufe for entering into it/ - Wa »- 
conclmled a very able and applicable fpeech, (received with 
thegreateft attention by the Houfe) with moving, 

tb That there be laid before this Houfe, copies or extrafts 
44 of all the cor'efpoiulence between the Rajah ofTravancoic 
4b and the Government tf Afa Iras or Bengal^ on the fuhjeft of • 
44 the faid Rajah having purchafcd the fort of Cranganore; 

4< and in conlcquence of the fubfequent attack r.of Tippoo 
44 Sulran, on the lines or territories of Truvancore. Alfo 
* l r- pies or extracts of all correfpondence between TipfOB 
lL Su'fiWy and the faid Governments, on the laid fubje&s. 

“ Together with copies or extracts of all information com* 

44 mrmcatcchby Sn Archibald Campbell to the Court of Di- 
** reftors, relative to the faid fubjeds.” 

Mr. Francis obferved, that little doubt would he entertain¬ 
ed with regard to the propriety of laying before the Hwfe 
information of the meafures now taking in India, efpecially 
fince they were already known in that country; nor even if 
they were kept (beret there, could their communication here 
be attended with any inconvenience, In the prefent fituation 
of India, fomr information was moft certainly wanted of 
what was either done, or intended; and, on the prefent oc* 
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cafion, they were led to enquire what was the fyftem which 
this country ought to purfue in the management of her do¬ 
minions in that quarter. In the firft place, the general prin- 
“Cfyde* that peace is preferable to war, more particularly held 
goodSn this inftance. The prefervation of peace was, indeed, 
t^e effeiftial and fundamental principle of our Government 
infndia. Secondly, the fecurity of our pofleflions in Bengal 
attended to, preferably to that of our other domi¬ 
nions. And thirdly, fatished with what we poflefs, we 
ought not to aim at any extenfion of territory, lince every 
fuch attempt muft infallibly prove hurtful in its confecjuetices. 
This maxim was confirmed by the experience of all Govern¬ 
ments. The policy of adventurers jnd^poflelTors was very 
different. The firft aim to acquire territory, and extend 
their footing; the latter ought to endeavour to retain, upon 
a firm and permanent eftahlilhment, what they have already 
acquired. Hence arofe the difference between our prefent 
and our former policy in India. Formerly, we were adven¬ 
turers in queft of an eftablilhment; we were now pofleflors 
of an extendve territory. Such being the general outline 
of the policy which we ought to purfue, there were two ob¬ 
jects of attention neceffary. Firft, the ftate of our army 
and finances; arid fecondly, the regulation of our # alliances 
abroad. There was one circumfiance, which he was going 
to mention, that might appear lingular, but which was, ne- 
verthelefs, molt indubitably true. The circumftance to 
„ which he alluded was, that it was the pplicy of this country 
to avoid all alliances with the native powers of India. Such 
alliances were, in every inftance, dangerous, and tended on lv 
to lead this country into troublefome and expen five connec¬ 
tions. The policy of this country, with regard to the na¬ 
tive States, was to preferve between them the balance of 
power. The Powers of India he divided into three—firft ot 
all, theEnglilh; fecondly, the Mahometan, or the remnant 
of the Mogul empire; and thirdly, the Hindoo Government. 
Between the Nizam and Tippoo there fubfilled a mutual jea- 
loufy, which it was the intereft of this country to encourage, 
in order to keep them oppofed to one another. It was true 
that the Nizam had not obferved one engagement which he 
had com& under, and that Tippoo was a mercilefs and inhu¬ 
man tyrant; yet, by means of this jealoufy, they might lie 
prevented from employing their power to the prejudice of 
our fettlements. The Hindoo Government included the 
Mahrattas, whom, of all others, we had moft reafon to 
dread. And, on this account, it would be impolitic to ex¬ 
tirpate Tippoo, even if had it in our power, which he 
very much doubted, as he ferved to maintain the balance 
againft this Jail power, and as his extirpation would give 

them 
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f hem an extent of territory, and a degree of influence which 
would be highly dangerous to the fafery and interefts of birr 
dominion in that country# The attempt, exclufive of its 
impolicy, was impiafticable. 1 he honourable gentl^&ftrn 
who had made the motion, had already ftated his rower of 
defence, hut his power of attack was ftill greatert In en¬ 
gagements between the native Powders and our countryrfien, 
tlv former had evidently the advantage. They coukHWiajjjLL. 
no great or permanent injury; to them a defeat was onTy a 
difperfion. We heard often of defeats, but we did not- hear 
of riny great (laughter or capture of prifoners which had in 
conlequence taken place. They rallied again, but little dif- 
pirittd or dimimfli^d iij nuirber from their defeat. T his was 
the cafe in the aftion between Sir Eyre Coote and Hydef 
Ally : whereas the fuccefs of the native powers in thofe in* 
dances in which they had gained the field, was always de- . 
cifive and complete. Thele circumftances rendered infor¬ 
mation, in the prefent fituation of India, neceflary, in order 
that they might be enabled to judge of the meafures which 
were taking in that country. With regard to the character 
of Tippoo, it was by no means uirufual to exaggerate ac¬ 
counts of characters; and even if Iris character accorded 
with th<j delcrit'tions given, it remained for them to confider 
whether tl.ev would expole their fubje&s and allies in that 
country, who might fall into his power, to the confequences 
of that tyranny and ci Licitv. He was not fufficiently ac¬ 
quainted with the nature of the information which hi&JbOi_ 
Honourable friend had moved, to enlarge upon it; but he had 
ftated the general principles which he had always been taught 
to believe would apply to almoft every occafion that could 
arife in th'e Government of India. Inconclufion, Mr. Fran¬ 
cis leconded the morion. 

TVXr. Mr. Dundas declared that he agreed with the'honourable 
Dundas, gentleman who feconded the motion, in moil: qf the prin¬ 
ciples he had ftated; but on the application of thofe prin¬ 
ciples, he fhould, perhaps, be inclined to differ, or rather, 
when the bufinefs came to be fairly difcufled, he fhould hope 
that the honourable gentleman would fee full and fufficient 
reafon to com ur with him. It was true, as the honourable 
gentleman who made the motion had ftated, that* the pre* 
fent difpute between I ippoo Sultan and the Rajah of Tra* 
vancore, originated in the claim of the former to*the fove* 
reignty of the forts of Cranganore, Tapota, and Cochin. 
The claim of Tippoo was founded on a fort of ancient feudal 
right to the whole territory in which thofe forts were fitu- 
ated, and on the acquifition of Cranganore by the Rajah of 
Yravancore, he aflerted that in virtue of fuch right* the 
ceflion could not be made without his coiifent.^ The Rajah 
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of Travancore was our ally, and if he had juflice on his fide, 
it was obvious that we were bound to fupport him, when at¬ 
tacked ; and admitting that he had been in the wrong, it was 
'"•'^jnally obvious that we were obliged, in policy, to interfere 
■ anu^prevent the contending parties from deciding their re- 
•{pedfciwclaims by force of arms, and lighting up a war in 
Iftdia* Cranganore, Tapota, and Cochin, were places of 
^copftdmble ftrength in the hands of the Dutch. They were 
alarmed by the warlike preparations of Tippoo pointing to¬ 
wards the quarter in which thefe pofleftions were lituated, and 
apprehended that they might be driven out of them fucceffive- 
ly by a pover which they had not force fufficient of their 
own to relift. Underftandingjthat the Rajah of Travancore 
was an ally of ours, whom we woulfl certainly protect, they 
weredelircus of putting Cranganore, and the other fort, into 
his hands; that bring thus under the proteflion of the Britifh 
Government, they might form a barrier to Cochin, their 
moft valuable pofleffion on the continent of India. The bar* 
gain was accordingly made: {he claim of Tippoo Sultan to 
the feudal fovercignty of thole forts was recent, and founded 
on the province to which they belonged, having been over¬ 
run and conquered hy the Mylorean Power about twenty 
years before. The Dutch had holden it, by right of con* 
quell, from the PorLuguefe for more than a centtfry. Such 
was the lute of the refpeftive claims to the forts in queftion, 
to which, when he confidered that both were founded on the 
rigV of conqneft, the recent date of the one, and she anti¬ 
quity of the other, he was confident thlfc Tippoo Sultan could 
have no iuft right. But he did not defire the meafures adopt¬ 
ed in India to be judged on this ground only. There were 
other proofs of a nature ftill more unequivocal that Tippoo 
had engaged in rhedifpute, not from any notion of right, but 
from motives of ambition, and an idea that in any future war 
with the Jlajah ot Travancore, the pofleffion of the forts by 
the latter would be a great difadvantage to himfclf. In 178^ 
he had advanced with a formidable army to the frontiers of 
Travancore, without any provocation, or pretence of provo¬ 
cation. '1 he Rajah was alarmed, ami applied to the Gover¬ 
nor and Council at Madias. Sir Archibald Campbell, with 
a promptitude and vigor which the Supreme Council of Ben* 
gal fully approved, immediately difpatched a meflage to Tip¬ 
poo, to inform him, that he would confider any aft pfhofti- 
lity againft the fubjedtsor territories of Travancore, as a de¬ 
claration of war againft the Britifh Government. The in¬ 
timation h*d its proper efiedt, and Tippoo inllantly withdrew* 
So matters refted till the change of Government at Madras, 
in conlequence of the return of Sir Archibald Campbell* On. 
the confequences of that change he would not at prefent fay 
Vol. XXVIII. Ss one 
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one word. What he had ftated, was fufficient to prove the 
reftlefs and hoftile difpofition of Tippoo Sultan, before the 
ceftion of the forts came into queftion. Tippoo Sultan he 
muft confider as a reftlefs and ambitious tyrant, continu^U^-'* 
meditating fchemes of conqueft againft the neighboring 
Powers, and particularly hoitile to the liiiiifli nafnc anc^ 
Government. With this idea of his character, he mull lo/k 
to the geography of India, and the local iituation o£- s Kw- 
% vancore. It extended along, and covered nearly one haflf 
of the coaft of Malabar, and were it to fall into the hands 
of an enemy, the whole of our territories would be laid open. 
It was, therefore, highly neceffuy to watch the motions of 
Tipp o Sultan in that quarter, mr.rh a moil jealous eve. Yet, 
notwithftnnding this l jcafouly, no indication of hoftihty on 
our part had appeared iince the trea'y of Mangalore. He, 
on the contrary, had hnrclly ever been quiet; and had he 
made no other attempt, Lis conduct at Tillicherry would 
have been a fufficient proof of his intentions. At the very 
time that he advanced with a/ormidahle force againft Tra- 
vancore, he furroundtd 'I illicherry, and feized a boat loaded 
with provilions. When complaint w made, and reftituti ,r/i 
demanded, he not only returned the letter unopene. 4 , out 
told the meflenger, that if anv otlur wlent, thcliciur 
lhould leatfe his head with it. It lud been faid, that lie of¬ 
fered to refer the difpute about the foils to Commilhoiurs. 
He had veiy ftiong leafon for believing that this le^ort was 
not well founded. Of this, however, he was convince, 
and lie was lupported fn it by Sir Archibald CampVand 
all the Company’s fervants at presentin India, moil eminent 
in rank or for vices, who had conducted tiiemfelvcs with ex¬ 
emplary moderation, an I had nev\r flievvn the fmal'.eft incli¬ 
nation to depart from the fyftem pivfcnbt d to them, that 
the moment Tinpoo Sultan diew the fword, the moment he 
attempted to aftert any claim by lo;ce of arms, was no 
longer time to talk rf unarmed negotiation, but npceflary 
to repel and punifli him. The heft and wifeft mcafures of 
war were indeed doubtful; but when war becanu neceflary, 
he might be permitted to mention our fair hopes of fuccefs. 
We had as fine an army in that quarter, and as well appoint¬ 
ed, as had ever appeared in India, for toiming whith, as 
had been juftly ftated, great praife was due to Sir Archibald 
Campbell; and inftead nf having a war to fupport againft 
the French, ag«iinft the Dutch, againft the Mahrattas, againft 
Myfoie. againft all the European and all the native powers 
of India, we had only to contend with one of them. Thefe 
circumftjnc s afforded at Jeaft as favourable a profpefl as 
that in which there muft always be Tome degree of uncer¬ 
tainty could admit. Of the papers moved for, none appeared 

at 
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at prefent improper to be produced. He could not fpeat 
with more precifion on the fubjedt, becaufe he had no pre¬ 
vious notice of what papers the honourable gentleman in- 
■ijU|ded to call for; and fhould any of them appear, on more 
lnafhte confideration, to be unfit to be made public, he 
truftecKhis would be tonfidercd as a fufficient apology for 
objefling to their being produced. 

-Mi* Fox contended, that when they had the papers b'rforej^r. Fox. 
Ithem for which his honourable friend had called, they would 
be better able to decide on the true grounds of the provocation 
upon which they were ready, it leemed, to enter into war. 

He fufpcdled that the right honourable gentleman, who 
fpoke laft, did not wifh for a w§ar in^India more than he did; 
but, from what he had faid, a conclufion might be drawn, 
that without provoking war, without taping defirous of con- 
queft, or reftlefs and diflatisfied, we were to be made the 
■dopes of the Dutch on this occafion, and were likely to be 
led into a war unneceflarily, at leaft, if not unjuftly. The 
right honourable gentleman h«d faid that the Rajah of Tra- 
vancorc’s purchafc of the fort of Cranganore, was a fubjedt 
of jealoufy to Tippoo Sultan ; ought it not, then, to have 
been the wifdom of our Government to prevent our ally from 
making a purchafe likely to ftir up the jealoufy of # our watch¬ 
ful and fufpicious neighbour ? If the puivhafe was made 
without confulting our Government, it was highly blameable, 
as it was degrading and injurious to the Fnghfh name. By 
fuch loofenefs, we might be inceflantjv involved with the 
neighbouring Powers, and obvious policy demanded that we 
fliould not fuffer an ally to do adls likely to inflame the 
Powers with whom we were at peace. The right honour¬ 
able gentleman acknowledged what bis honourable friend had 
ftated, that Tippoo mnnifefted an indifpofltion to the trans¬ 
fer of thofe forts, when firft propolfd in the year 1788, and 
that Sir Archibald Campbell prudently preventing the trans¬ 
fer, he was perfeftly fat is fed, and remained fo till the year 
1790, when the transfer was made, apparently without con¬ 
fulting him or us. It was fair to conclude, that however 
advantageous it might have been for the Dutch to fell thofe 
forts to the Rajah c f Travancorc, by which they eftabliftied 
a barrier between Tippoo and themfelvc?, it was for us fe- 
rioufly to enquire whether, at the hazard of involving us in 
a war, it wat wife to fupport our ally in fuch a purchafe ? The 
right honourable gentleman had faid, that Tippoo was the 
perfon, of all others, who ought to excite the jealoufy of the 
Englifh Government, and that his attack on our ally was a 
fubjedt of great alarm, and of juft provocation. It might be 
fo; but let us place ourfelves* alfo in Tippoo's fituation—- 
Muft not the Rajah’s purchafe of thefe forts be equally a 

S s 2 fubjedt 




PARLIAMENTARY A. 1790. 


fubjeflt of jealoufyto Tippoo; and was it not clearly our in¬ 
terest and policy to avoid giving offence, as much as we 
would difdain to fubmit to it when given ? Mr. Fox main¬ 
tained that a war in India was as much to be deprecated, n^fT ’ 
perhaps more fo, than a war in Europe; war was r^only 
to be deprecated, but conquft itfelf was undefirablfe. If it 
were in our power, by any means, to add to our pofleffions 
in'Jndia, he was ready to fay, he would deplore the addition 
f as a ferious calamity. A war for conquelt, he hoped, never 
would be undertaken by England either in India or elfewhere. 
But he was equally ready to fay, that it was not for the in- 
tereft of this country to fuffer Tippoo to gain pofleffion of 
Travancore at any rate. Spying this, he would, however, 
take up the converfe of the argument, and aflert, that the 
extirpation of that Prince would not be a political meafure 
for England to underrate. His vices, his inhumanity, made 
him deteftable; but with the Myforean country we ought-to 
be friendly, inafmuchas it was theftrong barrier between the 
moft powerful of the Indian ^States and our lettlements.— 
When the papers for which his honourable friend called were 
laid upon the table, they fliould be able to afeertain with 
what jullice they could enter this war, and whether it would 
not be infinitely more becoming their dignity, as well as 
more confifte''.* with true wifdom, to negociate a peace be¬ 
tween them as a mediator. 

Mr. Pitt, Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved, that what his right honour¬ 
able friend (Mr. Dundas) had faid, would put the Houfe 
into fo much pofleffion of the true qudlion, as to enable 
them to fee the neceffity of the proceeding pointed out by 
His Majefty in his moft gracious fpeech from the throne. 
Our ally had purchafed from the Dutch the fort of Ctanga- 
nore, of which they were indifputably the owners, and tor 
this purchafe, he had J^een attacked by Tippoo Saib. He 
was perfectly willing to agree with the right honourable gen¬ 
tleman oppofite, that wars for conqueft were to be deprecated; 
but another obfervation of the right honourable gentleman 
he could not fuhfcribe to—that in cafe we iliould be involved 
ifi a war, to which we were provoked by the injuft ice of our 
neighbours, yve were not to covet any new acquifition of ter¬ 
ritory, by which we might recompenfe ourfelves for the 
inconveniences and cxpences of the war, and by which we 
might make the enemy feel the confequences of their own 
injuftice. 

Mr. Fox rofe to refeue himfelf from the words that the 
right honourable gentleman had aferibed to him. He had 
remarked, that acquifition of territory, in any way, was not 
defirable; bat he had not faid that an enemy, who tinjuftly 
attacked us, was not to be punifhed. 


General 
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General Smith declared, that he rofe with fome uneafinefs Gei» ML 
to defend the charafier of the perfon to whom, of all others, Smith. 
Jie was moft indebted, and whofe name was deareft to him, 
"l^^jbneral jofeph Smith). The conduft of that gallant officer 
haAten exemplaiy, and to him this country was indebted 
for th^refervation of the Malabar coaft. 

Mr. Hippejley replied to General Smith, that no perfon Mr. 
could hold the memory of General Jofeph Smith in more ve- Hippcfity. 
iteration than himfelf; that his honourable friend muft cer- • 
tainly have miftaken the tendency of his afiertion ; he had 
laid, indeed, and he was juftified by hiftorians, that the Bri* 
ti(h power was drawn into a difgraceful peace, diflated by 
Hyder Ally at the gates of tjjeir capital —7 hat any prate 
under fuch circumftances muft be ^orffidered difgraceful to 
the perfon to whom it is dilated. At the fame time, hiftory 
does ample juftice to the memory of General Jofeph Smith, 
4 kjunforming us that his hands were tied up, and therefore 
no part of the blame refted on him. 

Mr. Hippefley was happy ig this opportunity of explaining 
himfelf to his honourable friend, who had milconceived him. 

Mr. D.Scott describedTippoo Sultanas a perfidious Prince, 
whofe frequent violations of folemn treaties had iufficienlly 
juftified this country in hoftilities againft him, indepindent 
of the difpute with our ally, the Rajah of TrJvancore.— 

When General Matthews, and the army under his command, 
during the late war in India, found their lituation fodefpe- 
rate, that they had no alternative but to conclude a treaty 
with the tyrant of My lore, by which 9 it was ftipulated, that 
they fhould return to their own country with the honours of 
war, inftead of conforming to the articles of the treaty, 

7 ippoo gave directions to furiound tire Britifli troop?, and 
make them all pri(oners. He treated with every fpecics of 
indignity* and barbarity both the General, the officers, and 
the (oldies, They were ftripped of their all, put in dark and 
loathfome dungeons, loaded with heavy irons, and unprovided 
with any allowance of common neceftaries. Numbcis pc- 
riflred of hunger and fuffocation, but many mote of the un¬ 
heard-of tortures which were inflifled upon them. This fad 
and melancholy cataftrophe, this barbarity and cruelty to 
Englifh iubjedts, this wanton and unprovoked violation of 
treaty, was, of itfelf, a caufe for war againft Tippoo Sultan. 

A fimilar violation of the treaty of TiUicherry, and the bar¬ 
barities which attended it to Britilh fubjeCb, when fo many 
fuffered by imprifonment, forcible circumcifion, and other 
tortures, were another juft caufe for hoftility againft Tippoo 
Saib, and yet unrevenged. We were bound in honour, by 
the facrcd obligations ot a folemn treaty, to ftand by the Ra¬ 
jah 
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jah of Travancore in the prefent difpute with the traiterou* 
ufurper of My fore. 

Colonel Colonel Macleod faid, that he had formerly mentioned Tip- 
TMacleod. p 00 Sultan as a man of abilities, but never as endowedjjrifTT 
the virtues of juft ice or humanity. Independent of hetfoeing 
amercilefs tyrant, he was a reftlefs Mahomedan fanatic; his 
bigoted aim being to exterminate Chriftians wherever they 
wjre found, particularly the Englifti in Hindoftan. H? glo¬ 
ried in the deftru&ion of Chriftians; but Englifh infidels 
were the obje&s of his particular aveifion and abhorrence^ A 
war againft luch a tyrant ought to be carried to the greateft 
exttemities; until he Ihould be for ever incapacitated from 
giving any farther difturban^e to the general tranquillity of 
India. The late artnament agamft Spain had occafioned an 
expence of three millions to this country ; if Spain could, at 
jdeafure, caufe a limilar expcnce, would any one douht that 
we ought not to infift upon an indemnification in one ftape 
or another r This was precifely the cafe with Tippoo Sultan. 
We were never fafe from fijs incuifions. Ought we not, 
therefore, to reduce his power, as the only means of provid¬ 
ing for the tranquillity of our Government in India? Colo¬ 
nel Macleod then delcrihed the feudal Government of the 
Rajah of'Pravancore, in order to fliew that Tippoo Sultan 
had no pi^tenGon to the forts which were the oftenfible caufe 
of the prefent war. It would prove the bell policy we could 
adopt to exterminate fuch a pell as the tyiant of My fore, and 
by fuch an extermination, we Ihould be for ever entitled to 
the thanks of millions of mankind. 

The queftion was then put, and carried. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

JVcdncjday , 2 yl December , 

Mi-.hurko Mr. ButkrphkrveA, that wherefoever the prombtion and 
encouragement of the arts and fciences were in queftion, he 
earneftly w'lhed that the accommodations for the Public 
might be ornamental and advantageous; and therefore he had 
always chcartully vm^I the fev^ra! grants towards the erec¬ 
tion of that noble e/hlirg m the Strand, called Somerfet 
Place. It had coft the Public a great deal of money; and it 
was highly neceffarv that care fhould be taken to fee"tbat it 
anfwered the nurpofe for which it was deligncd. I Ie had lately 
been prefent at a meeting at that feminary of the arts, the 
Royal Academy, the objeft of which had been to diftribute 
the pii/es to thofe young ariifts whofe merit entitled them 
to fuch masks of diftin^ion. "( here were in the room fe- 
venty one artifts, and the Prcfident, who had been the chief 
mftvumcnt in bringing the arts to their psclent eminent de¬ 
gree 
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gree of perfection. While the Prefident was in the a£t of 
giving the firft medal to the artill to whom it was affigned, 
a fudden and alarming crack was heard, foon alter which, a 
was heard alio; upon examination, they proved to 
have%frn occafioned by the two main beams of the floor hav¬ 
ing gMn way. The King, the Queen, the Piince, with 
otheisof the Royal Family, the Filhops, the Judges, and 
very many of their worthy conftituents, Mr. Burke faftl, 
went every year to honour the arts, and to honour them- 
fdves in countenancing the arts. From what he had re¬ 
marked, it was obvious that they were ex poled to the danger 
of their lives in fuch vifits, and he entreated the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman to fet on fact aiv examination, and to 
appoint builders to furvey and examine the whole of the 
work.? of that place, and to control its completion, lince it 
.was not like an ordinary dwelling huilt with a view to only 
alWt- fixty years duration, hut had been conftrufted for a 
public pur pole, to laft for a time, and to be a permanent le- 
ceptacle of the arts and fcieuccv, of pliilofophy and wifdom, 
through the gate of which they palled to the public offices of 
the Government of the country. 

Mr Chancellor Pitt laid, that the information of the right Mr. Pitt, 
honourable gentleman demanded the moil ferious attention; 
and that an inquiry fhould be inflituted. 

Mr. Hobart having brought up the Report of the Commit¬ 
tee on the bill impoimg an additional duty on malt, 

Mr. Pouyt contended that the tax wasjmpolitic, mifehiev- Mr. 
ous, and notorioully partial; the firft was a fait difputed, Powys, 
the laft was admitted; it certainly bore upon one defcription 
of people more than another, and therefore was fuch as, on 
every principle of juIIice, ought not to pafs. It had been 
[.urged, that fome of the other taxes, that on fpirirs in par¬ 
ticular, would operate chiefly on the metropolis, and that 
fome of the aflelled taxes would do the fame. The fpirit 
duty might, he would acknowledge, do fo more, in fome 
degree ; but he defied the honourable gentlemen on the other 
fide of the Houle, to point out to him which of the afll-fled 
taxes would hear upon the poor of the metropolis more than 
on thole of the country. The additional window duty, the 
houfedufy, the duty on horfes, fetvauts, carriages, waggons, 

&c. would not afleii the lower order of the people in London, 
and therefore the new malt tax would ftand an infranct of 
great' partiality, and consequently grofs injuftice. Mr. 

Powys moved, « That the bill be read a third time that day 

fix months.” 

Lord Sheffield faid, however unpromifing it might he to £ 0 rd 
make obfervations on taxes propofed by a Chancellor of the Sheffield. 
Exchequer, efpecially on the third reading; yet, as no duty 

was 
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was fo particularly required of a reprefentative as watchful* 
neis in refped to taxes, he rofe to lecond the motion that 
had been juft made. He did not mean to dwell on.arguments 
that had been already ufed; they were obvious and ftrpfRT* 
He obferved, however, that of all the taxes which ham been 
propofcd, the additional one on malt was mod objeaionable* 
as was proved by the nppofition made to it. It wai not ne- 
« CtVTary again to remark the difprouortionate fun> raifed on 
one fptcics of corn, and the mifchief done to agriculture, by 
discouraging the ufc of malt among the lower ranks of the 
people. He faid, no objection ftruck him fo forcibly, as the 
rnanifeft tendency of thefe heavy duties to turn the people 
from the wholefome p^oducr of the country rounwholefomc 
foreign fpirits, to which, in truth, they are well difpefed, as 
is fully proved by, the aftonifhingly increased import of fo¬ 
reign lpirits, and the decreafe of the malt duties ; and he ., 
faw this evil in fo ftrong a light, that notwithftandmg*afc?s 
wifh to incieafe the revenue, if he had any influence, it 
fliould be exerted to lower th« dut^s on malt and beer, rather 
than irtcrc.ife them. He faid, it was now almoft become a 
cuftom for thofe who objetfed to a tax, to propofe another 
in its place. If lie might do fo, it Ihould be with a view to 
point out 4 the partiality of the duty propofed, and that lefs 
opprefiive and belter taxes might be fblecled; it /liquid be a 
fair and juft tax ; an equalizing tax : pofhbly, it might not 
be p^rfedlly well relifhtd in the cities of London and YVefty 
minfter ; lie meant a halfpenny per quart on porter. At pre- 
fent, thofe who earn the moil by their labour, pay only three¬ 
pence halfpenny for their drink, while thofe who do not earn 
half as much, in the country, pay fourpence or fivepence, 
and even fixpcnce, for good beer. He was confident, the 
additional tax he propofed would not dimini/h the confump- ■ 
tion. No argument occurred to account for tile flacknefs 
of Minifters, in refpefl to this tax. There feeing cl to be an 
awful refpof.t for a deferipfion of people, coal-heavers, dray¬ 
men, and luch like ; but however refpeflable they might be, 
they were not more fo than the whole of the landed intereit, 
and all the inhabitants of the country, who only dt fired to 
he on the fame footing with thefe refpedled men. The fame? 
jgopd fpirit which induced the Minifter to rnife the ^xpences 
of the late armament in a Ihort time, might give us reafon- 
able hop s that he would do this of juftice. Nobody 
applauded more than he did the new mepfure of not borrow¬ 
ing money 10 pay the expences of the late armament: it 
would do more for public credit than all the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had hitherto done. 4 He then faid, another tax 
might be mentioned, to which there could be littteobje&aon; 
he meant twopence per gallon on foreign fpirits, which 

would 
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would taife the duty to fix Ihi'Uings; it would give fome ad¬ 
vantage to Britilh fpirits and rum, and could not materially 
encourage Smuggling. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
y fa d very properly tried the experiment, whether a great le- 
dustfai of the duty on brandy would not prevent fmuggling, 
andnefoenl as low as he could, without endangering the 
duties on beer and malt, and without encouraging a preference 
pf fpiiituous liquors. T he experiment had, in part, failed ; 
great quantities were fmuggled, and fold, even of a tolerable * 
quality, in the maritime counties, as low as 5s. per gallon; 
and he was of opinion, that if the Minifter had reduced the 
duty as low as 2s. 6d. a confiderabfe quantity would ftill be 
fmuggled : therefore, ha thought we had better get as much 
as we could from foreign fpirits. Htfihieuld mention another 
tax, although two. of the moil confiderable and able men of 
the country (Meflrs. Foxaind Pitt) had*fo lately pronounced 
it could hot be railed hut as they had not offered any 
argument on the occafion, they would allow him not to be 
Convinced ; he meant a tax.^J dogs. He did not fee why it 
might not be raifed as well as the taxes on tiorfes .and Ter¬ 
rains. There would probably be much evafion ; but yet a 
confiderable fum might he raifed. He faid, there were pro¬ 
bably four millions of dogs in the ifland.at. the leaf!. If it 
fliould be faid, that through evafion, and the sdecreafe of 
numbers in confequence of the tax, that not exceeding one 
million would pay, 2s. 6d. on that number amounted to. 
125,000!., which is fomewhat more than is expelled from 
the new malt duty. He was fo welfrfatisfiedlt would pro¬ 
duce move than fhat fum, that if he were fond of farming 
taxes, he would take it at that fum.. It would be ftill more 
Certain, If the Minifter would allow a part of fuch a tax to 
go in aid of the parifli; care would be then taken that dogs 
were a fie (Ted j and that pqrt would not be an additional tax, 
becaufe jt would go i'll diminution, of parifli taxes. He faid, 

# a dog was certainly a fair objelt of taxation; it was not ne- 
ceflary to a poor man ; it. was a better tax for him than ex¬ 
cites on, frit, foap, or malt; fewer of them,would be brought 
up, and fo much the better; becaufe much provifion would 
be faved for other purpofes. Perhaps, he faid, it would be 
called a cruel tax, becaufe many of the poor animals would' 
be put to death. It was the bell objection; hut furelv it 
would oe better for them not to exift, than exift in the mi¬ 
serable way the greater part of them do. He concluded by 
faying, it was extremely whimfical to fee a Minifter refute a 
tax prefled on him by the country, which mull produce 
ibmething confiderable, and which could not interfere with 
other taxes, or bring*any odium upon him. 

Vol, XXVIII. f t Mr. 
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Mr. Drake oppofed the bill, and gloried in the aft of ftand* 
ing up the advocate of the poor. 

The queftion was pur, that this report be now brought up. 
An amendment was propofed, by inferring this day fix incqfMf 
when the Houfe divided, “ That the word “ nOwJMtand 
" part of the queftion f 
Ayes, 122; Noes, 92. 

The bill was reported, amendments read and agreed to, 
ordered to be ingroffcd, and read a third time. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

No material occurrence took place until 
li ednejday y pgth Deccmbe 

When, upon prefeTiting to the King feveral bills 
good certain fuppli<?s granted to His Majefly, in feffion 
of Parliament, which then received the Royal afTent, thj 
Speaker addrefled His Majefty, as follows . ^ 

“ MoP gracious Sovtreig ||| 

“ Your faithful Commons attend Your Mnjefty with fun- 
dry bills of fupply, wl.ich they have palled for the public fer- 
vice. 

66 A large part of this fupply has been granted for the pur- 
pofeof carrying into execution a meafure, the principle of 
which has received the unanimous approbation of your Com¬ 
mons. Aftuated by a generous and wile policy, they have 
facrificed the confiderations of temporary convenience to thofe 
which ari.lt from a ji/ft regard to the permanent irtterefts of 
thefe kingdoms. They have accordingly provided for the 
complete and fpeedy di{charge of the expences recently in¬ 
curred, in fnpport of the honour and dignity of your Ma- 
jefty’s crown, and the rights of your fubjefts, without any 
lafting addition to the national debt, or any enibafraflment 
to that fyftcm which has fo effectually fuftained and advanced 
the public credit of the country. 

<c Your Cotrimons, Sire, are induced to hope, that their 
condull on this occafion will operate as a falutary example to 
future times; and that its immediate effeft will he to eftah- 
lifhan unrverfal convidiori of the internal ftrength and abun¬ 
dant refources of this country, andconfequently to afford an 
additional fecurity for the continuance of the bleffings of 
peace. A meafure, which is the refulr of fuch motives, and 
which leads to fuch confeqaer.ccs, your Commons are per- 
fuaded, cannot fail to receive your Majefty’s moft gracious 
approbation. 

u The bills, which it is my duty to prefent to your Mat- 
jeftv, are feverally intitled, s 

“An 
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u An 4f! for granting an aid to His Majefiy , by 4 land tax 
to ktraifed in Great Britain , for the Jtwice of the year one thou - 
fcvcn hundred and nim ty-one* 

for continuing and granting to His Majefiy certain 
duttfhfyn malty mum , cyder y and perry, for the fervice of the 
year one thoufand Jeven hundred and ninety - one. 

“ An atl for granting to His Majefiy additional duties upon 
malt . # 


“ An off for granting to His Majejiy additional duties upo# 
wort , wajhy and other liquors hewed or made in England for 
extrafling Jpints fot home confumptien ; upon fpirits made in 
Scotland , and imported into England , and upon foreign fpirits 
imported into Gnat Britain; and to conmiiff certain afts for dif- 
continuing , for a limited time , the fever alduties payable in Scot¬ 
land upon low wines and fpiriiSy and upon wfrts, wajb, and other 
dwuors there ufed in the diftillation offpiritSy and for granting to 
nrvMajffiy othenhetm in lieu thereof; andfor bett.r regulating 
the exportation of Britijh made Spirit: from England to Scotland , 
and from Scotland to England ; 'and to continue, for a limited 
time , an all, made in the twentyfixth year oj the reign of his pre - 
Jent Majejiy, to difeontinue , for a limited timCy the payment of 
the dutus upon low wines and fpirits for home confumpiion , and 
j'or granting and fccuring the due payment of other duties in lieu 
thereof, and or the b.ttcr regulation of the making and vending 
of Brit if!) fpirits . 

u An aft for granting to His Majefiy additional duties on the 
amount of the duties under the management* of the Commiffoners 
for the affairs of Taxes, therein mentioned ■ 




“ To which your Commons, with all humility, defire 
your MajeA^’s Royal aflent.” 

Having ^turned from the bar of the Houfe of Lords, the ' 
Commons, upon motion, adjourned to 

Wednefday , 2d February, 1791. 


The Houfe having met, purfuant to adjournment, feveral 
private hills were brought in, and read a firft time. 

The Sptaker rofe to acquaint the Houfe, that a Mr. Dick- The 
ens, returned for Cambridge and Southampton, had not Speaker- 
made his* defition according to the rules of the Houfe; that 
if the gentleman did not come forward for that purpofe in a 
day or two, he (hould confider it as his duty to take the opi¬ 
nion of the Houfe on the fubjeft. 

Mr. Wilberforce rofe to give notice, that on Friday next 
he intended to make his motion for appointing a Committee Wilber- 
for the purpofe of examining evidence on the Slave Trade, force. 
He wiihed to know whether that motion would be oppofed ? 

Tt 2 Mr. 



3 *4 PARLIAMENTARY .A. 17^ 

Mr-Caw- Mr .Cawtborne replied, that the motion would not pafs 

thorne. without oppofition, and requefted that Mr. Wilberforcfc 
would delay it till Monday next. ■ * 

{Jr. Wil- Mr. fVilberforce faid, he did not fee the utility of ttat a<J- * 
Wfoice. jojurnment s and therefore requefted that th,e gentletjdSn who 
meant to oppofe his motion, would prepaie themfelves to 
meet it on next Friday. 

• *The Hcufe then agreed to refolve itfi-lf into a Committee 
of Supply on Friday next. 

Adjourned. 

7 7 urfd'*y, 3 d February . 

*The Secretary zy War gSve notice, that he intended, on 
Monday next, to move the Army Eftimates. He faid, it 
was his intention ftlfo to move the lixtraordmaries of the 
Army before the Jiafter rew's. 

Gcnnal General Burgoyne immediately rofe ar r i faid, he naped-ttthj: 
ihir^oyuc t j^ e of the independent companies might neither he 

moved on Mon,day, with thfc eftimates of the airnv, nor on 
the day which might be named for the extraordmaries. He 
faid he continued to think, as he had ever done, that railing 
of the independent companies was highly impolitic, and he 
willed that the fuhjeft might undergo an ample difeuflion, 
in a^- fulj a tjonfc as poflible; for which reufon, he hoped the 
honourable Secretary at War would give fuffieient notice 
when he intended to bring thatquefiion forward.' The ho¬ 
nourable Geiier.il faid, he lhould Conclude, by moving for an 
account, which he conceived it to be qeceflary for the Houle 
to have, prior to a decifion on thequeftion of thofe compa¬ 
nies. The motion he had to make was, u Tliat there be laid 
<f before thisHoufe, the names of the officers Employed to 
li rnife independent companies, fpecifying they: refpeftivtf 
u ranks before they undertook the levy, and the ranks they 
“ were to receive upon the completion of it, and all'o fpeci- 
cc fying fuch officers as were taken from half pay.” 

Secretary The Secretary at War faid, he had no objection to the mo¬ 
at V> ar. tion, nor to jiny other the honourable General might make, 
to throw light upon the bufinefs mentioned i he was equally 
delirous with the honourable General to have the railing of 
the independent companies brought under the molt ample dif- 
cuffion, and in as full a Houfe as poffible, and on a day by 
itfelf, uritnixed with other nutter. It w^is not his intention, 
he faid, to bring it forward until after the Houfe was in pof- 
feffion of the half pay lift ; about ten days fubfequent to that 
he (hould give notice of the day he would wifli to agitate the 
fubje£t. t 

Mr- Aid. Mr, Alderman Curtis rofe, agreeable to his motion, to 
purtis. move for a Committee to take into conlideration the manner 

i in 
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<ii which the aft of the 22d of George the Second had been 
carried into execution. The Alc'eiman firft moved, 44 That 
44 the aft might be referred to and read; 99 which having been 
jtomBlied with, he obferved, that before the holidays an ho- 
Vn^Mfiegentltman had mentioned that a large fum of money 
!ay*m the hands of the 7 rupees pf Ramfgate harbour, and 
upon examining into the faft, it would be found that a very 
large fum, indeed, had been raifed on the Public; but before 
he moved any thing, the Alderman thought it neceflary to 
ftate to the Houle the grounds on which he brought forward 
his intended motion. The aft that had been read, he ob- 
ftrved, empowered certain perfons to raife feventy thoufand 
pounds for thepurpofe of impeovingj^mfgate harbour, ami 
enabled them to levy fpecific rates on Shipping touching at 
that port. The Aiderman enumerated ^thefe different rates, 
and laid, that fixpew e a ton was levied on all veffels of 
dowmwards; twopence per ton on all 
veffels of greater tonnage, and threepence per ton on others 
of a particular defe ription. By the operation of thele rates, 
the Truflees had taifid a revenue of nearly fifteen thoufand 
a year, ten thoufand of which had been paid by the citizens 
cf Loudon, without receiving any adequate advantage, all the 
ufe to which the revenue raifed had been put, having been the 
inclofing fomeacies of fand, which, fo far frorX forming a 
fafe harbour, was highly difficult and dangerous for (hips of 
any frze to erver. The Alderman laid this Jiad been recently 
evinced in two jnftances, two large veffels having attempted 
to get in, when one of them funk, an 3 the other knocked her 
bottom out: in faft, the Alderman declared, fuch was the 
difficulty cf entering the harbour of Ramfgate, that it was 
generally*preferred by the captains of fliips to ride at anchor 
in the Downs, or make for fome other port. After expatiat* 
ing on ttiefe paiticulars, and Hating, that inftead of feventy 
thoufand pounds, the Tri-ftees had expended two or three 
hundred thoufand, raifed by means greatly oppreffivc of the 
merchants, who, he conceived, were peculiatly entitled to 
protection, the Alderman moved, 

“ That a Committee be appointed to enquire into the 
“ manner in which the faid aft has been carried into exe* 

44 cution ; what rates and duties have been impofed; and what 
“ fums of money have been collefted by virtue thereof, and 
44 to what purpofes fucli money has been applied, and to re- 
44 port the fame, with their obferyations thereupon to the 
44 Houfe * 

Mr. Church having been the Member who firft mentioned Mr. 
the fund levied by the Truftees of Ramfgate harbour, rofe to Chur«fc; 
fay a few words more # on the fubjeft. Mr. Church lhortly 
entered ipto a hiftory of the aft of the 2%d of George II. and 

the 
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the objffts for which the Legiflature had paffed that ftatute. 
He observed, that by the woids of the aft of Parliament the 
Trulleeswere to pay off the principal raifed as foon as they, 
Should be in the potteffion of a fund adequate to that purpofe. 
Jnftead of doing fo, they had continued to levy the rates that 
had been mentioned. Mr. Church ftated the neceflity of an 
inquiry into the manner in which the aft had been carried 
( ints> execution, and confirmed the propriety of- the appoint 
rnent of a Committee. 

The queftion was then put and c.irr ed. 

Mr. Powys having moved the order of the day for the 
Houfe to go into a Committee on the hill relative to the con¬ 
fining offendeisofa certain description in penitentiary houfes, 
the fame was read, after which tli& Speaker put thequeftiop* 
u That he do now leave the chair.” 

Mr. Mr. Maimvaring faid, before the Speaker left the chair* 
Mainwar- he wifhed to fay a few words on the princinteicf It 

b»g- was, he declared, a bill of infinite importance, and if there 
were no other argument again(K the proceeding to a Commit¬ 
tee upon it than the thinnefs of the Houfe, that alone ought 
to weigh with gentlemen, and induce them to rxilpone the 
farther confideration of tae bill till there was a fuller attend¬ 
ance to difeufs its merits. If the bill were to pals into a law, 
it would ehtail on the people a large addition to the mod 
burdenfome tax now felt, namely, the poors i ate ; it ought, 
therefore, to be maturely coniidercd, w»rh regard to its fu¬ 
ture operation end effeft. The expence that counties muft 
fuftain in corifequence, Mr. Mainwming laid, would be ex- 
ceffive; but to {peak more particularly of that county with 
which he had the honour to be more immediately comvfted. 
they had for forne time engaged to erect what was to be con- 
fidered as a fort of penitentiary houfe, at an enormous, and 
he might fay, a cruel expence. It was meant tor a receptacle 
for criminals of a certain defeription, with a view ta produce 
their reformation and penitence. That houfe, or place of 
confinement, was calculated to contain between three and. 
four hundred prifoners. The prefent bill empowered the 
Judges, Sheriffs, or jailers, to fend convifts under fentence 
of tranfportation to penitentiary houfes, thereto he kept until 
fuch time as Government fhould thiu-k proper to order them 
to be tranfported. At prefent there were, he underftood, 
between three and four hundred convifts in the jail ot New¬ 
gate under fentence of tranfportation, and if they, or an 
equal number of felons of fimilar deferiptions, (for undoubt¬ 
edly, as the operation of the bill was profpeftive, the prefent 
convifts could not be deemed likely to come within ifs mean¬ 
ing) were to be removed to the Middlefex penitentiary houfe 
now erefting, the houfe would be crammed at once with 

three 
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three or four hundred of the moft hardened and incorrigible 
rogues; and it would be idle to imagine that any good pur- 
>jofe, either of reformation or conti ition, could beeffeded 
* on the minds of beings fo abandoned to vice and infamy.— 
Suppofipg that the convidts of this description were to be 
kept to hard labour for two or three years, and at tl>e end of 
that period Government lhould think proper then to fepd 
them to conclude their fentence of tranl'portation abroad, 
what little progrefs towards reformation might by that time 
have been effected, would be totally loft, and of no avail, 
as they would be turned out to mingle in their paflage abroad 
with a number of other tranfports full as bad as themfelves, 
before any attempt had been maffe to BTHSg them to a fenfe of 
their ill fondudt. The Middlefex penitentiary houfe now 
ere&ing, was with a view to the reception of criminals of 
another and a Ids profligate description, upon whofe minds 
reforiTS^i^n^nli^/C.wtence might rationally be expefted to 
be produced by folitary imprifonment and hard labour, Mr. 
Mainwaring read different clauTes of the bill to Support his 
argument againft the policy of its principle, obferving that 
the bill ftated that a former bill had palled into a law many 
years fince for the eredtion of certain penitentiary houfes, 
but that it had never been carried into effedt, from St convic¬ 
tion of the enormous expence that would attend the under¬ 
taking. He faid, the fame objedtion lay againft the prelent 
bill; and fo thoroughly was he fatisfied of its force and va¬ 
lidity, and that the magnitude of the bbjedt required the 
moft ferious and deliberate confideration, that unlefs the ho* 
nourable gentleman who had introduced the bill, would con- 
fent to give farther time, and put off his motion for going 
into a Comnfittee for a fortnight, he lhould hold it to be his 
Jndifpenfablg duty to move, “ That it be committed for that 
“ day fix months ” 

Mr. Powys rofe in fupport of the bill, and faid, he was a Mr. 
little furprifed that fo refpefiable and affiduous a Member of Powys, 
the laft Parliament lhould profefs himfelf ignorant of the 
bill and its purpofes, when it was by no means a new mea- 
fure. The fame bill, in all its material parts, had been be¬ 
fore introduced, and its principle and claufes had received 
the fandtion both of that Houfe and the Houfe of Lords ; 
but the bill had been loft in confequence of a difpute between 
the two Houfes, with refpedfr to a particular claufe, which 
had been altered by the Houfe of Lords, and which the 
Commons had confidered as a money claufe. The honour¬ 
able gentleman, however, was miftaken in his purview of the 
bill; it was not compulfory on every county, but was appli¬ 
cable merely to fuch as had made provifion for the reception 
Of convi&ed criminals into penitentiary houfes. Mr, Powys 

ftated 
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ftated the two propofitions that had keen made to him by the 
honourable Member, viz, either to put off the farther con- 
fideration of the bill for a fortnight, or to fubmit to a motion 
for its poftponement for fix mbnths. He agreed with the 
honourable gentleman, that the kill, as a meafure of police, 
was a meafure of confiderahle importance, and he was ready 
to admit,’ that if it were to be debated, the Ho*ife was then 
too thin to allow of a full and fair Jiibuffion ; he was willing, 
therefore, to. poftpone his motion foi the Speaker’s leaving 
the chair to a futur? day, bur he could nor confent to a poil- 
ponement for I’o long a per rod as a fortnight; becaufe, if the 
bill were totals, it mull either pals before theaflizes called 
the gentlemen of tfVlong robe on the circuits, fimee its ope¬ 
ration mull ultimately reft on the orders of th £ Judges bf 
Affize, or the country would be deprived of the benefit of its 
operation for half a year to' come. If he could learn what- 
the fentiment of the Houfe was upon Powys 

laid, he would endeavour to meet it. He was willing to 
agree to delay the Committee to any day that fhould not in¬ 
terfere with the ohjedl of the bill, and defeat it in the manner 
he had luted, hut conliftently with an attention to that cir- 
cumftance, he would take any earlier day which the Houfe 
fhould think proper. 

Mr. Mr. Jckyll fuid, if the bill were to p.ifs into a*law, it cer-* 
Jekyll. thinly ought to acquire the force of a ftatute lx fore the 
Spring circuits commenced. The firft affixes, Mr. Jekyll 
faid, would take j 4 ace between the.tft and 7th of March;' 
and he added, that it had fallen to his lot to learn the opi-. 
nicn of the Judges on the lubjeCt of the bill, when they had 
declared it met with their entire approbation. 

Mr. Mr. Penney faid, he thought the Juftices of the feveral' 
Powney. counties were full as competent to decide on a meafure like 
that which the bill went to enforce, as the*'Judges. Mr. 
Powney complained of the epormous expence which the bill, 
if paffed into a law, would entail on the counties to which it 
tfould apply, and faid it would operate as a perverfion of the 
purpofe for w^ich penitentiary houfes had been ereCted, as 
it was with a view to the reception and confinement of offen¬ 
ders of a lefs incorrigible nature that fucli houfes had been 
defigned, and not for the imprifonment of hardened felons, 
whole determined villany would contaminate every fparkof 
remaining virtue which it approached, and render all hopes 
of reformation impracticable and hopelefs. Mr. Powney 
added a few more pertinent observations;* 

Mr. Mr Powys faid, that if authority were neceffary to be re- 
Powys. ferred to, and the opinion of the country Magiftrates were 
to be relied on as material, he could affert that the principle 
and regulations of the bill had the entire approbation and fpe- % 
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■dal concurrence of as large a meeting of Juftices of the Peace, 
convened from all parts of the kingdom, as could be conve¬ 
nient! y .aflembled. Mr. Powys concluded with moving, 
— “ Thai the bill be committed for Wednesday next.” Or¬ 
dered. 

The Houfe adjourned. 



Friday, 4 th February. 

® £ 

After the Houfe had appointed a Committee tb tty the 
merits of Mr. Horne 1 ooke’s petition, and fome papKi or¬ 
dered from the Bank had been prefented and read, * 

Mr. Burke rofe, and gave notice that he fhould, bn Mon¬ 
day fe’anight, make a motion* relative, to the impeachment 
of Warren Haflings Efq. ^ 

Mr. IVUbcrforce now rofe to*make a motion for the Houfe Mr. WiU 
torefolve itfelf into a Committee, iii ofrder to move for aberfbree. 
'Coit v *v* , * < :- fit aboVe flairs on the Slave Trade, agreeable 
to the notice he had given laft Wednefday. He faid he could 
not conceive what objedlion jould be made to it; and there¬ 
fore, he fliould content himfelf with barely moving, u That 
Li the Speaker leave the chafr.” 

Mr. Cawtborney aftqr forne prefatory obfervations, which Mr. Ca«r- 
Vve did not diflindlly bear, complained of the long protrac- thorne, 

^ tion of the examination of the fubje< 3 ; of inqufry, by the 
former Committees, and the great mifehief that had thence 
arifen to the merchants and planters interefted. After ex- 
preffing his unwiliingi fcfs to refill any motion that came from 
jo refpedtable a qua* ter, unlefs there were flrong reafons to 
ju£ify hiMloing lo, and declaring that, on the prefent oc- 
c:^on, he thought himfeM*warranted in oppofmg any farther 
prociaftinjticn of the main quell ion, he faid, he did not mean 
then to prefs his objedtion on the Houfe^mlefs it fhould 
appear to*be the general wifli that he flioulffake the fenfeof 
the Houle; nor would he refifl the Speaker’s leaving the 
chair, provided the honourable gentleman would flate the fpe- 
cific rime by which rhe Commirrec might reafonably be fup- 
poi'ed to be able to bring their enquiries to conclusion, 

Mr. IVilinfence Gid®it was utterly iinpoffible for him to Mr. Wil- 
entei into any fuch compromile, as the Houfe rnufl be aware, beiforcc. 
from zrconfideiation of ; tf^circum(lances of the caTe. In an 
* open Committee, where'fitfry Member might afk as many' 
quell ions as lie cl^ple^ he limfl be a bold man v>ho could ven¬ 
ture to fay when tbe examination would end. In the full 
place, eixduSvc.of the difficulty of undertaking to anfwcr 
for thqfe even who thought with him upon the iubjedl, how 
cbuld lie tell what number of qQcflions thefe who contended 
for the (lave trade, would alk tbe witncfles ? How did 
he know how many interrogatories the honourable gentleman 
Vo^l. XXVJ11 , Uu v himfelf 
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himftlf bright have to propofe ? With regard to its being do- 
firable to bring the examination to a c'onclullon, it undoubt¬ 
edly was moft defirable; and the honourable gentleman might 
be allured that he was not more impatient for attaining that 
objedt than he was; every day, nay, every moment that 
the difcuffion of the great queftion was poftponed, and the 
prejudice of mankind, refpedling the trade, fuffered to con¬ 
tinue, was a moment too much ; and this was efpecially felt 
by him, convinced, as he was, that the more fully the fub- 
jert was difeuffed, the more completely would all prejudice 
vanifli: and it would be generally acknowledged, that po¬ 
licy, as well as humanity, called for an abolition of a trade 
fo difgraceful and degrading to human nature. He meant, 
he faid, to go through with as little delay as poflible, and 
alio to call as few evidences as poflible, and thole only to fub- 
ftantiate fuch fadts as he held to be material. So anxious 
was he to biing the queftion to a final iflue^ of-- 

ten balanced in his own minJ between the advantage of eftab- 
lifiring certain fails of coniiderable importance, or by not 
going into them, accelerating the difeuflion of the main quef¬ 
tion. iVlr. Wilberforce declared he had been inadvertantly 
led to fay moie than he intended ; he would, therefore, only 
iepeat, that it was impo.'TIblc for him to agree to any fuch 
compromiffe as the honourable gen leman propofed; and he 
muft leave it to that honourable gentleman to- adt as he 
thpught proper. 

Mr. Caw- Mr. Ca'ivt'orne replied, that lie would relieve the honour- 

thomc. able gentleman from aViy difficulty as to the number of quef- 
tions that he might put to the evidences, by alluring him 
that he did nt>t mean to afk one, and that he and thofe gen¬ 
tlemen who adted with him, lhould abfent thcmfclves from 
the Committee. 

Mr. Mon- Mr. M. MYitagu faid, it was impoflible for any gentleman 

tagu. to anfwer for his own condudl, much lefs was it in his power 
to anfwer for that of others; hi* honourable friend, there¬ 
fore, had very properly refuted to enter into any preliminary 
conditions with the honourable gentleman oppofite to him. 
In a Committee, where every Member had a right to be pre- 
fent, and put wh*t queftions he pleafed to the witnefles, nay, 
even to call frefh witneflbs, under-the order of the Houfe, it 
could not he expected that any gentleman could afeertain the 
duration of fuch Committee. 

Mr. W. Mr. PV. Smith faid, that the delays hitherto were in a great 

Smith. meafure to be aferibed to the opponents of the abolition, 
fince out of eighty-feven fitting days, fifty-one had been oc¬ 
cupied on the’r part; and although it had only taken twenty- 
‘fix days to examine witnefles in favour of the abolition, the 
gentlemen who contended for the Liverpool merchants, he* 

. -v■ t had 
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bad fpent twenty-one days in crofs-examination ; it was im- 
poffible, therefore, for their fide of the queftion to give the 
leaft anfwer to the propofition that had been made by the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman oppofite to him. 

Cojonel TCarlcton role, not, he faid, to objefl to the pre- Colonel 
fent motion, but to give notice of a motion which he lhould Tarleton. 
ftate before he fat down. The Colonel complained of the 
injury already done to the numerous merchants, man<ffac-» 
turers, and planters, concerned in a trade that had been en¬ 
gaged in, and carried on for many years, under the faith and 
fanftion of Parliament, in conlequence of the protra&ion 
that had already attended the incjuii ies of former Committees, 
and faid, that when it was c<fnfic]er*^*what volumes of evi¬ 
dence had already been prepared, and to what an extent the 
examination had been carried, every gentleman muft furely 
. have made up his mind upon the fubjedh lie declared, he 
was riot averfe to any farther inveftigation, provided it was 
not made the inftrument of unncceiTary delay, hut that the 
fenfe of obligation which he’owcd to his conllituents, made 
it his indifpenfable duty to endeavour to have the main quef- 
tion brought to a final difculfon, as fpeedily as poffible. If 
gentlemen were anxious to exercife their philanthropy, there 
were a variety of other objects todifplay it upon* He fhould 
fuppofe the poor laws would afford them fufficient fcope for 
their humanity, or the ftate of our infant fettlement in South 
Wales, refpecting which, with the leave of the Houfe, he 
would read one extract, among ri*any other teftimonials 
which he had received on the lubjeft— 

The Speaker interrupted the Colonel, and faid, it muft The 
furely be apparent that the ftate of our fettlements in South Speaker. 
Wales could have no reference to the queftion of his leaving 
the chayr* 

The Colonel then declared himfelf to be as warm an ad¬ 
mirer of humanity, and its benign influence, as any man, 
but he thought that gentlemen might better apply their be¬ 
neficence, than in prejudicing a trade of great importance to 
the country, and unneceflaiily throwing difficulties in the 
way of our merchants and manufafiurers. He concluded 
with giving notice, .that he would, on that day fix weeks, 
move the queftion of the abolition of the flave trade. 

% Mr. Burke declared that he differed entirely from his ho- Mr.Burkt 
nourable friend who had juft fat down. The argument was 
new to him, that bccaufe there were feveral a£ls of charity 
which required to he performed, they ought not to attend to 
thp one in hand. He confefled he fhould have renfonfed in 
another manner, and«have argued that the heft mode of get¬ 
ting through the a£fs of charity neceflary to be performed, 
was to bring that which they had begun, to an end firft. It 

U u % undoubt- 
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undoubtedly had been in the honourable gentleman’s power 
to bring the bufinefs to an end long fince; but it Was not 
merely the conclusion of it that was to be looked to; the end 
to which it was to be brought muff be a good end, fuch as 
was definable and anfwerable to the objedh He was glad, 
therefore, that the honourable gentleman had refufed to make 
any conditions whatever as to the rime it would continue; in 
c fadV, it was utterly impclfible that he fhculd let himfclf any 
limits, becaufe it was a bufinefs tlut could not be completed 
ttnofatUy it was not a diieafe to he cured by a fingle pill, 
without lofsof time, hindrance of hr fine fs, or the knowledge 
of a bedfellow. Thofe phyficians who ihoulil be inclined to 
treat it in that manny* "would nor, he believed, he confidcred 
as the bell phyficians, but he deemed meie quacks and empi¬ 
rics. A (kilful phvkcian was the Jnfl man to commit him- 
frIf, and tell his patient that he Humid be well..by fuch a 
day; luch a nnn well knew that ohftmate difeam* inquired 
cVliberate cures, and mull be a work of time, and would not 
a£l like medical aflrolcgers, arM pronounce that a malady 
commenced under fuch a liar, and mull therefore he brought 
to a conelulion under fuch a planet. It had taken a confi- 
derablc portion of time already to proceed as far as the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman had done in the buflncT-* of leconcilmg 
the policy of abolifhing the (lave trade to its obvious huma¬ 
nity, and he had no doubt but it would require Hill farther 
time to make thofe principles combine; he therefore begged 
leave to thank the honourable gentleman for having anfwered 
in the manner he had done, and refuted to tie the Committee 
down to any limits in point of tim**. His honourable friend, 
Mr. Burke obferved, had faid that theie were other ohjecEls 
of beneficence and humanity, which required the attention of 
that Houfe; undonbredly theie were, and he Ihoidd think 
the time of the Houfe belter fpent in providing lor them, 
than it often was when occupied very differently ; nor was it 
within thofe walls only that honourable gentlemen could ex- 
ercife their philanthropy ; he fhould think that they might 
employ themfelves without thofe walls in the performance 
of a£ts which would redound more to their credit and to the 
advantage of the Public, than many of their own amufetnents 
did. After feveral remarks in favour of Mr. Wilberforce’s 
motion ; and in defence of his reply, Mr. Burke concluded 
with repeating his thanks to that gentleman for his laudable 
perfeverance, and to the Committees that had fat hitherto, 
for their fuccefsful efforts; and he declared, that if the end 
of thejr labours fhould be the proof of the policy, as well as 
the humanity, of the abolition of the flave trade, there was 
not, He wa9 perfuaded, a man in the Houfe who would not 
Ttjoic^ and feel happy. 


Mr. 
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Mr# Martin faid, he was extremely forry that any fet of 
people whatever fhould be fufferers, but various as the defcrip- 
* lions of thofe who required the humane attention of that 
’ Houfe might be, no body of fufferers in this or any other 
country could come in comparifon with the negro Haves, ei¬ 
ther asTo their numbers, or the feverity of the hardfhips they 
endured; much, therefore, as he ftould lament any preju* 
dice that might refult to fo refpefiable a body as the mer¬ 
chants, yet no confederation of prejudice to individuals ought 
to Hand in the way of relief to lb numerous a fet of fufferers. 

Colonel Tarleton rofe to explain, but proceeding to gene¬ 
ral argument, he was interrupted by the Speaker, who faid, 
the honourable gentleman muft confine liftfofelf toexplanation. 
lie therefore contented himfelf with repeating his notice. 

The queftion was then put and carritcf, upon which the 
Speaker left the chair, and Mr. Elliot took his feat at the 
table. 

Mr. Wilberforce then moved^ u That in order to facilitate 
te the progrefs of the Committee in the matters referred to 
cc them, the Iloufe will be pieafet! appoint a Committee 
<c for the purpofe of taking the examination of fuch witnefles 
<c as fhall he found neceffary to be examined touching the 
“ faid matter. • 

u Tliat the feveral petitions that were prefen ted to the 
“ Houle in the laft Parliament, relating to the Have trade, 
u be refened to the faid Committee. 

<c That the minutes of the evidence taken in laft feflion, 
together with all reports, accounts, and papers, which 
tc were laid before the Houfe, be referred to the fame.”—« 
Ordeied. The Houfe adjourned. 

* Monday , ^th February. 

Mr. Powys, Chairman of the Committee appointed to try 
the merits of the petition prefented to the Houfe by John 
Horne Tooke, Efq. complaining of an undue return for the 
city of Weftminfter, made the following report to the 
Houfe, viz. 

€< 1 hat it is the opinion of this Committee, that the right 
<c honourable Lord Hood is duly defied. 

M That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the right 
** hon. Charles James Fox is duly eledled. 

46 That the petition of the faid John Horne Tooke, Efq. 
u did appear to the faid Committee to be frivolous. 

w That the petition of the faid John Horne Tooke, Efq. 
<fi did appear to the faid Committee be be vexatious. 

u That the oppoiition *)f the faid Lord Hood to the faid 
“ petition, did not appear to the faid Committee to be frivo- 
< ( lous or vexatious. 
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u That the oppofition to the faid petition) by tbe right 
“ honourable Charles James Fox, did not appear to the faid 
48 Committee to be frivolous or vexatious.” •* ■ <** 

*Mr«Burke Mr. Burke rofe, and, with great earneftnefs, urged the 
propriety of the Houfe taking notice of a petition fo extra¬ 
ordinary in its nature, and of circumflances of fuch noto¬ 
riety av laid before the Committee. He laid great ilrefs on 
the importance of the privileges of that Houle, which were, 
he faid, of the moll iueftimahle value to the people of Eng¬ 
land, and ought not to be fuftered to be violated with impu¬ 
nity. He Contended that the conduit of the petitioner, not 
only in the ftyle of his petition, but in his behaviour before 
the Committee, ttr^hofe decifion the merits of ihe petition 
had been refeired, called for their mod ferious animadver- 
fion, and that if would lower the Houle in the opinion of 
the people of England, if they piled by fo grofs and auda¬ 
cious an infult as had been praclifed upon them. He argued 
that notoriety had often been made the ground of pi acceding 
in that Houfe, and that in the prefeut cafe the notoriety of 
the conduit of the petitioner was undeniable. Though the 
Houfe had not before them, regularly, what had palled in 
the Committer, and which he confidered to Ire an aggra¬ 
vation, ’if pofable, nf the petition prelenied to the Houfe, 
they could no , they ought not, he faid, to fiiut their eyes 
againft what was matter ot public notoriety, and general o!>- 
fervation. In that Committee, matters had aiift-n, which 
called on the jufticii on the wifdom, and on the policy of the 
Houfe, to notice: he luggellcd the propriety of calling on 
the Committee fora fpecial report, that the houfe m>ght be 
enabled to inflitute a proceeding uj>on the petition, which 
they had voted frivolous and vexatious, ancf which was 
proved to be neither more nor lefs than a mere vehicle of atro¬ 
cious abufe on the Houfe, on the Speaker, and on the Mini- 
iter of the country, os a Member of the Houfe,' and on the 
constitution itfelf. 1 he prefent, he faid, was a time of dan¬ 
gerous innovation, and he apprehended, if the conduct of 
Air. Tooke were palled by, it would be attended with moft 
evil confequences. The Elediion Committees of that Houle, 
he declared, were to beconfidened as their fheet anchor; they 
were eftablilhed, by a facrifice on the part of the Houfe, of 
an ancient and moll valuable privilege, fer the purpofe of fa- 
tisfying the minds of the people ; and to convince them, by 
thecondufl: and effeiSl of a Judicature, feparated from every 
poflihle idea of party or corruption, that the Members of 
that Houfe were duly eledlecJ, according to the laws and con- 
llitution of the country; with this judicature the people had 
been well fatisfied, and he reprobated every attack made upon 
them, as he would reprobate an attack made upon the Houfe 

itfelf* 
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itfelf, coilfiderir.g both to be dangerous to their privileges, 
and to the conftitution. He wifhed therefore to take the 
matter up from its origin, and inftitute fome procefs upon 
• it in a regular way. After rcalbning on thefe points at con- 
"iiderahle length, Mr. liurke recommended it to the Houfe 
to dileft the Committee, whofe report had juft been re¬ 
ceived ami re.ul, to make a fpccial report of all the fafts that 
had come before them. _ • 

Mr. Powys rofe defend the Committee, of which he had ]ftr. 
the honour to he defted chairman, from the indileft ccn- Towys. 
lure that appeared to have been call upon them by the right 
honourable gentleman, becauie they had not made a fpeci.il 
leport. Mr. Powys laid, the Committee^ had not felt lei's 
indignation at the contents of the pctitiftli, than the Houfe 
had ex prefled on fiift iveeiving it, but they had thought 
tl»ey (efficiently dilchaiged their duty in importing the peti¬ 
tion to he frivolous and vexatious; confcious that the Houfe 
were previoufly appii/ed of the nature and contents of the 
petition, the Committee did not feel it incumbent on them 
to do more than enquire into ifie truth of that al’egation, 
which brought the petition within the meaning of the aft 
of Parliament. That if it were wifhed by the Houfe to in¬ 
ftitute any farther proceeding with regard to what had 
parted hefoie them, the regular way, he conceived 1 , would 
be to call for the minutes of the Committee, when he trufted 
it would he found that the Committee had faithfully dil- 
charged their duty. 

Mr. Burke rofe again, and f/ul it had Uten far from his in- ' Mr. 
tention to call either direftly or irsdireftly any thing like a l] U rke. 
cenfure on his honourable friend or the worthy Committee 
who fat wiih # him. The purity of their conduft, and in¬ 
deed of all the eleftion Committees, Mr. Rurke declared, 
was beyond cjneftion. The Committee which had fat on the 
Wellminltcr petition had done every thing that could be ex- 
pefted at their hands, and indeed every thing within the 
(cope of their power and authority. The Houfe therefore 
could not exprefs a wifh that they thould have afted other- 
wife than they had done. AH he meant was, to recommend 
it to the Houfe, for the fake of their own dignity, to in¬ 
ftitute fome proceeding upon«a buftnefs of fo extraordinary 
a nature, and which had challenged fo much of the public 
attention, and perhaps calling for the minutes of the Com¬ 
mittee was the more regular mode of conduft. Put the 
delinquency of the petitioner ought to be punifticd. He 
meant not, however, to prefs any motion upon the Houfe 
at that moment. It might poflibly bedeejmed prudent to take 
time for deliberation, and^o poftpone the difeuflion to a fu¬ 
ture day. rfe was fatisfied with having difdiargcd his con- 

fcienc® 
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fcience in calling the attention of the Houfe to the fubjefl, 
and it depended upon them to adl as they thought propet. 

Mr. Pitt Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, he had been afforded alt oppor¬ 
tunity of delivering his fentiments on the petition when it** 
was firft prefented, and nothing, that had paffed fince re- 
fpedling it, had inclined him to be more favourable towards 
either the petition or the petitioner; he Hill thought the pe¬ 
tition to be libellous and fcandalous in a flagrant degree; but 
he begged leave to recommend it to the right honourable 
gentleman not to make any motion to the Houfe of a fudden 
on the fubjeft. His iuggellion appeared to him to be irre¬ 
gular and improper. Whatever motion was thought pro¬ 
per to be offered mull, he obferved, be grounded on the 
petition, of the ccflSents of which the Houfe were perfedtly 
apprized, becaufe nothing grew out of the report that could 
warrant a proceeding of any kind. With regard to calling 
for the minutes of the Committee, the idea was imprac¬ 
ticable. The Committee had fulfilled their purpofe, they 
had made their report, and their objedt was confequently at 
an end. Th y were no longer inexiftence, and the Houfe 
had no power whatever to recognize them as a Committee. 
Mr. Pitt again recommended it to Mr. Buike by no means 
to call upon the Houfe to'agree to any fudden motion. 

Mr. Mr. Burke fpoke again, and reiterated his former fenti- 

Burke. ments, again infilling upon it, that the Houfe ought to take 
foine ferious notice of the condudl of the petitioner, and to 
punilh his delinquency, having made the pretence of an 
dedlion petition thb vehicle of a libellous charge againft the 
Houfe itfelf. 

Mr. Fox, Mr.* Fox declared he differed from liis right honourable 
friend entirely. He thopght the Committee IiacJ adked wifely 
in taking no notice of the petition; he really believed that 
was the wileft and moll fit way of treating it. 4 They well 
knew that the Houfe were mailers of its contents, and could 
not derive any fatisfadlion or i‘»forrfiation from the Com¬ 
mittee reflecting them back again in their report. They 
therefore had adled wifely* and fully difeharged their duty, 
in reporting the petition frivolous and vexatious. With re¬ 
gard to the petition’s having engaged a confiderable fhare of 
the public attention, Mr.Fo»fuid, he thought his*honour¬ 
able friend was miftaken ; he could not believe thefadt; but 
he that as it might, of the land had provided a re¬ 

medy a;ul a punifliment J 35 r all per foils who prefented peti¬ 
tions, that were repotted by a Committee of that Houfe, to 
he frivolous and vexatious, and that was, that fuch peti¬ 
tioners were to pay the colls. If therefore any gentleman 
thought it worth liis while to prefent a petition to the Houfe, 
in o; Jji to obtain an opportunity of making a Ipeech before 

a Conv 
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a Committee* and abufing the Houfe or any of its members, 
the alt of Parliament annexed a puniihment, which he con- 
ceived would fufficiently reftrain the praltice and prevent a 
frequent repetition of it. Mr. Fox, in the courfe of his 
fpeech, faid a word or two in apology for fpeaking on a fub- 
jec£t in which he might be prefumed to be in fome fort in- 
terefted, 

Mr. Burke rofe once more, and after pleafantly obferving ^ ^ 
that his motion had been proved to be fiivolous, though * Bui ^ 
vexatious , and raifing a hearty laugh by fome verbal wit, 
contended that his honourable friend, feeling in a cafe which 
he might be fuppofed to be immediately concerned more de¬ 
licately, than he would have done the cafe of any other 
man, had not argued with his «fual .Tguracy and precifion. 

He declared he never was more clear in an opinion that lie 
had formed, than be was on the prel’enl occafion. He was 
covinced that the audacioufnefs of the petitioner in firft 
caufmg a petition of fuch novelty to be prefented to the 
Houfe (for new it was in the ftrongeft fenfe of the word) and 
then pertinacioufly perilling*in holding language infulting 
and offenfive before one of the Committees, called for the 
moft ferious animadverfion of that Houfe. They were, 

Mr. Burke faid, to fupport their Committees, and confide, 
infults offered them, as infults offered to themfelv^s. With 
regard to what he had faid of the petition’s having challenged 
the public attention in a great degree, he knpw it to be a 
faff. He had talked with many people on the fubjelt when 
the petition had been firft prefented,*and it bad been the 
opinion and the expedition of all of them, that the Houfe 
would, and ought to take fpecial notice of it, and treat it as 
it deferved. His honourable friend, he obferved, feemed 
not to fee the conduit of the petitioner in its true light; he 
feemed nqt to he aw;, re, that the offence it held out was not 
merely that the petition was frivolous and vexatious, but 
that it tehded to lower the Houfe in the opinion of the pub¬ 
lic, and that it thence became neceflary for them to affert 
their dignity, and maintain their importance. After ar¬ 
guing in terms of fonr.3 warmth againft the abufe of the pri¬ 
vilege of petitioning that Houfe, (the firft right the fubjelt 
had to,affert, and the laft he ought to abandon,) and profti- 
tuting it to thepurpofe of fcandalizing and l'belling the re- 
prefentatives of the Commons of England, Mr. Burke faid, 
he thought he perceived the fenfe-nf- the Houfe to be againft 
him; he (hould therefore conteiVtJfiimfelf with the fatisfac- 
tion of having difeharged his duty, in endeavouring to call 
the attention of the Houfe to a line of conduit which he 
thought the occafion demanded. 

Vol. XXVIII. X x 
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Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt declared, he could not fee how thp 
right honourable gentlemart coufd imagine he had coIleSted 
the fcnfe of the Houfe on the fubje£t, no regular indication 
of that fenfe having been given. For his part he had rifen 
merely to recommend that no motion lhould be made of a 
hidden refpefting the matter in queftion, but that gentlemen 
might be allowed time to turn the fubje6t in their minds, 
and form a delibciute judgment upon it before they originated 
, any proceeding refpetfting it. Out of the r port of the 
f Committee nothing aiofe that could warrant immediate mea- 


fure, becanfe having ftated that the petition was frivolous 
and vexatious, »he Committee had done their duty, and the 
act of Parliament provided what the legiflature had deemed 
to be an adequate remedy. Whatever ftep, therefore, was 
farther taken, muffc*be grounded on the original petition, 
which had, when hr ft prefented, been fometime un -er dif- 
cuffion, and the consents of which were confequently known 
to the Houfe. He only begged to be underftood, as not pre- 
fuming to ftate the fenfe of the Houfe, but merely as re¬ 
commending the taking farther time for consideration. 

Mr. Mr. Martin faid, he rofe nor to iuftify the petitioner, or 
Mann, to fupport any libellous matter that might appear in his peti¬ 
tion, hut merely to that fince his petition Ind been 

prefented, various articles had appeared in the public newf- 
papers. which in his mind had challenged the notice of the 
Houfe, and had nevcrthelels efcaped their .w-enticn. As a 
proof of his affertion, Mr. Martin read a pr.ragrrph relative 
to the rights of certain inhabitants to vote for the borough of 

L-uggerfi-all, when - 

The The Speaker renmd’d him, that the article he was read- 
Speaher. j n g # ] ia( j no relation to the matter under confideration. 

Mr. Mr. Courtenay laid, Ine wife ft w.iy would be to, treat the 
Courtenay petitioner, his petition, and his conduct before the Com¬ 
mittee, wirh filcnt contempt in which cafe they Would foon 
fink into >olivion. 

The matter was put an end to, by calling for the order of 
the dav. 


Sir Charles Bunbury gave not'ce, that on Wednefday next, 
when the Pill tor lv^nhung la h, ami the punifhment for 
certain offenders camf* under c jnh deration, he fhould make 
a motion relative to offend-re of anothei clefcriptiort, viz. 
thofe couvi£ts who, in purfuance of il.eir lenience, had been 
tranfported to Port Jackfon, aud our fettlcments in the South 


ceas. 


Mr. Burke faid, the notice he had given on Friday, of 
his intention to bring forward a morion relative to the trial 
of Warren Hafti igs, Kfq. having been given in rathe? a 
thin Houfe, had not teen fulficientl^ underftood, he there-* 
fore would take the advantage of the larger attendance that 

he 
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he the/i faw, and repeat, that on Monday next he (hould 
move for the appointment of a Committee for that purpofe. 

The Houfe having refolved itfelf into a Committee of 
Supply, and Mr. Gilbert having taken his feat at the table, 
and the feveral Army and Oidnance Eftimates having been 
previoufly referred to the confideration of the faid Com¬ 
mittee, 

The Secretary at War rofe to move the refolutions for the Secretary 
number of forces, their pay, &c. &c. Sir George explained at War. 
to the Committee what the differences were between the 
eftablifhment of the prefent year, and that of the preceding 
one. He Hated, that the cloatlvng of the*guards were to be 
paid for by the public, according to the prefent regulation, 
and that the expence would he eighteen hundred pounds; 
but as they were cloathed only once in two years, the amount 
would be to be dedufted from the charge of next year. An- 
oiher, and indeed the principal, inertafe of this year was, the 
pay of the fupernumerary officers to the invaHds,which were 
appointed to garrifon-duty while the regulars were on other 
fervice; this would amount to rather more than five thou- 
fand pounds. Sir George explained fume other particulars, 
and faid, the whole of the increafe colle&ivtly amounted to 
eight thoufand nine hundred pounds. Having ftated thefe 
circumftances, Sir George moved thefirft resolution. 

Mr. Fox rofe immediately and laid, he did not mean to op- Mr. Fox. 
pofe the refolution, because having \earj from his Majefty’s 
Minifters when the increafe of feamen had been voted, that 
there were reafons known to them, which made an increafe 
of naval ftrength neceffary in their opinion, it was impofli- 
ble for hin> not being aware of thofe reafons, to contend 
againft the prefent motion; but he rofe principally to ftate, 
that he ftilF retained his objections againft the going to any 
confulerable expence for increafed armaments for the W eft 
India lflands, being decidedly of opinion, that they were not 
only objectionable in point of economy, but ftill more fo in 
point of piudence. Mr, Fox faid, he knew not whether the 
prefent feffion, or the next, would be the fit and leafonable 
time for difeuffing thequeftion; but at one time or other, as 
circumft*ances ftiould warrant, he certainly would bring the 
fubjeft under confideration, and would then ftate on what 
grounds he relied his opinion. Mr. Fox faid, he underftood 
that the ordnance eftimates were to be brought forward as 
foon asjthe army eftimates were voted, a practice which he 
could not but condemn, as they ought in his mind to be 
made the fubjeCl of different days difeuffion; but he wifhed 
to know if it was intendea to call upon Parliament for more 
money for the fortifications in the Weil Indies. [Mr. Craw¬ 
ford faid No, acrofs the Houfe.] Mr. Fox exprefled his fa- 
X x 2 tisfa&ion 
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tisfa&ion at hearing this; and having, after a few general ob- 
fervations, ftated, that he retained his former opinions on 
the two different fubje&s, fat down. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, if he underftood the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman corredlly, he did not mean to oppofe 
the motion then made, but merely to ftate that he retained 
< , his objections both to the increafe of the armaments in the 
t Weft Indies, and to the idea of erefting fortifications for 
their defence. Whenever the difcuilion mould arrive, Mr. 
Pitt faid, he had no doubt but he (hould make it appear to 
the fatisfadion of the Houfe, that it was both highly ceco- 
nomical and perfectly prudent to increafe the force for the 
protection of the Wfft Indies, and alfo to ere£l certain forti¬ 
fications in fome of the iilands; but no charge on the latter, 
be faid, was this yeur ftated in the ordnance eftimates, as the 
Board of Ordnance had thought it neceflary to fend out en¬ 
gineers toexnmine the iilands, and by being eye witnefles, 
enable themfelves to decide with precition what the neceflary 
extent of the fortifications (vas, and thence afeertain the 
expence, before Parliament were called upon for any money 
for the purpofe. 

The Secretary at JVar then moved the federal refolutions 
_ followings which were voted unanimoully. 

570,0001. ns 2;d. for the charge of 17,003 men, guards 
and garrifons. 

329,5441. 10s. for forces in the plantations, &c. 

8,4871. 10s. 7d. for difference of the charge between the 
Britilh and Irifh eftablifhments of feven battalions of'foot 
ferving in America. 

11,4351. 12s. lOfd. for pay to be advanced to troops ferv¬ 
ing in India. 

64,5001. for recruiting land forces, and for contingencies. 

1 5,5551 14s. 5|d. for full pay to fuperannuated officers. 

6,4091. 8s. for the pay of general officers. 

63,2761. 5s. 8d. for allowances to Pay-Mafter General, 
Secretary at War, Commiffary General, &c. he. 

Mr. Crawford afterwards opened the ordnance eftimates, 
and moved the neceflary refolutions, which were alfo voted 
unanimoully, and were as folkw: 

3857I. 5s. id. for expences of fervices performed by the 
Office of Ordnance, previous to the 31ft of December 1783, 
and not provided for. 

30,6131.19s. id. for fervices performed by the Ordnance 
Office for land fervice and not provided for in 1789. 

25,278!. 12s. for expences and fervices performed by the 
Office of Ordnance for fea fervice, and not provided for ia 
1789. 



A* 1791# DEBATES* 

2159I. 48.5dL for expences and fervices performed by the 
Ordnance Office for Land Service and not provided for in 
179°. 

381,7611.18s. 3d. for the charge of the Office of Ordnance 
179 1 • 

The laid refolutions were ordered to be reported to the 
Houfe to-morrow. iu i _ 

The Secretary at War prefented, purfuant to order, (( an • 
account of the names of the officers of the Independent 
Companies, 9 ’ moved a few days back. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuefday 9 8 th gcbruary. ^ 

A Committee being balloted to try the merits of the 
Fowey cle&ion petition, • 

The Secretary at War prefented, purfuant to order, a 
ftate of his Majefty’s Forces in the Eaft Indies. The title 
was read, and the ftatement ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. Gilbert reported from the Committee of Supply, four¬ 
teen refolutions come to on Monday laft, relative to the army 
and ordnance. The fame were read twice, and agreed to. 

Mr. Morton, from the Eaft-lntlia Houfe, attending, was 
called in and delivered u A copy of the correfpojidence be¬ 
tween the Rajah of Travancore and the Government of Ma- 
drafs, on the fubjedk of the faid Rajah having purchafed the 
forts of Cranganore and Jaycottah from the Dutch, together 
with three other accounts.” The titles were read, and the 
papers ordered to lie on the table, and a number of copies to 
be printed for the ufe of the Members. 

Colonel Macleod faid, he underftood a right honourable Colonel 
gentleman* had given notice of a motion which he intended Maclcod. 
to make 90 Monday, relative to the trial of Mr. Haftings. 

He did not fee the right honourable gentleman in his place, 
and therefore he hoped fome one of the right honourable 
gentleman’s friends would anfwer for him, and inform him 
of the nature and purport of the intended motion. 

Mr. Fox faid, he conceived his right honourable friend’s Mr. Fox. 
motion would be for the appointment of a Committee of 
Managers to proceed with the impeachment; 

Mr. Ryder moved, that the Corn Bill be recommitted, 
apd that it be recommitted to a Committee of the whole 
Houfe on Tuefday next. Ordered. 

Mr. Luflfrngton (Chairman of the Eaft-India Company), 
rofe to make a few obfervations upon the papers juft pre¬ 
fented. 

The Speaker informed Mr. Lufiiington, that he could 
make no obfervation, regularly, unlefs it was his intention 
, to end with a motion. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Pitt Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, he underftood from the honour¬ 
able gentleman, that he purpofed to make obfervations upon 
the motion that was intended to be founded on thole papers 
by the honourable gentleman (Mr. Hippelley), who had 
moved them ; and as that gentleman, he was informed, was 
indifpofed, he conceived it would neither be contrary to the 
^ inclination of the Houfe, nor contrary to the interelts of the 
1 public, to allow the honourable gentleman, who from his 
Situation mull be fuppofed to be well acquainted with the 
fubje£t, to make thole obfervations he rofe to fubmit to the 
Houfe. 

The The Speaker faid, he had underftood the honourable gen- 

Speakcr. tleman’s intention rtvfce merely to make obfervations upon 
the papers prefented; otherwife he Ihould not have inter¬ 
rupted hnn. % 

Mr. Lulh- Mr. Lujhingion again rofe; he faid the obfervations he 
ington. had to fubmit to the Houfe, referred to the time when the 
motion upon the papers ought to betaken into cenfideration. 
He lamented the indifpofition of the honourable gentleman 
who had intended to make the motion, and, whom he knew 
to be poflelfed of great local knowledge in confcquence of 
his long refidence in India, and that he was a gentleman of 
confiderablc ability and unblemiftied honour. His fpeech, 
however, upon a foimer occafion, had made it neceffary 
that his motion Ihouid neither hang in fufpence, nor be 
palled by, for fince that period the papers had daily poured 
forth the groffeft ahufc of our allies in India, which might 
be of dangerous confequence, unlefs counlerafited by the pro¬ 
ceedings of that Houfe. He did not fuppofe that Englilh 
papers, which were conveyed in abundance to Ind f ia, would 
operate upon our troops, or upon our government, hut he 
dreaded the effe6t they might have upon the Mahrafctas, and 
the Nizam, unlefs the Houfe took up the bufinefs t in time 
to fend an antidote to their poifon with them m the fhips 
about to fail for India. By the papers juft prefented, there 
could arife no gro jnd whatever to fuppofe that the war in 
India had been wantonly or improperly undertaken; on the 
contrary, they would clearly prove it lo be a war of neceflity, 
of juftice, and of policy; he pre/led it therefore upon his 
Majefty’s Minifters, if no motion was fpeedily made upon 
the papers before them, to come forward with a vote of ap¬ 
probation of the conduft of lord Cornwallis, in the com¬ 
mencement of the war, and in the treaties he had fuccefs- 
folly concluded between the Britiflf Government and the 
Mahrattas and the Nizam, who fo far from being backward 
on the occafion, or proving adverfe tb the connexion, had, 
with the utmoft readinefs, ligned the treaties, and exhibited* 
the moll adliye movements effedlually to fulfil them. He 

concluded 
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concluded with exprefling his fatisfafkion in being enabled, 
from perfonal enquiry, and from the moft unqueftionable 
authority, to afliire the Houfe, that “ there was not the 
« c leaft foundation for the report of the definition of pai t of 
“ the Britifh force, by the cutting off of colonel Floyd’s de- 
“ tachment.” 

Mr. Francis moved that the papers be printed. Ordered; 
and the Houfe adjourned. ^ 

ffednefday , g th February . 

An account was prefented from the India Houfe of the 
flate of the Company’s European forces according to the 
laft returns, &c. And alfo an informojion refpeting the 
order of the 7th inftant, requiring a rfturn of the draught 
and carriage bullocks, employed by the army under General 
Meadows, &c. Which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Sir Charles Bunbury rofe and faid, that the regulation of SirCharlct 
the punifhment of offenders, upon a point relative to which Bunbury. 
he meant to move the Houfe^ and which was to form the 
fubjedl of a bill to be fubmitted to a Committee, was of great 
importance. It not only extended lo the treatment and re¬ 
formation of offenders, but to the fecurity of the fubjet, 
and the prevention of crimes. And furely whatever had a 
tendency to promote thefe defnable objedis was entitled to 
the moll ferious attention of the Leg ill attire. But it had 
been found that any provifions which couid be made by the 
Lejjflature was of little confequence, unlefs it was feconded 
by t ie efforts of 'he fervants of the crown. Surely there was 
no objedt, on which the conjoined endeavours of the legifla- 
tive and executive powers could be more worthily employed, 
than in whatever had a tendency to promote the public tran¬ 
quility and tdieck the prog refs of crimes. If the criminal 
iiiftorv of this country was reviewed, the increale in the 
number of c onvi ;ts would appear alarming, and almoft in¬ 
credible. Taking the ave-age of the laft twenty years, the 
number of thofe capitally convidled had been double the 
number of thofe converted within the fame preceding term 
of years. And what would apjiear more llrange, the num¬ 
ber of tho-e felonionfly convicted had twice exceeded that 
proportign^ Such an enormous increafe within f© fmall a 
fpace of lime, it muft be allowed, was a moft ferious and 
formidable evil, and demanded '- e moft ftrenuous exertions 
and the immediate application of means, in order, if poflible, 
to prevent its progrefs. Among* the defers in the regula¬ 
tion of punifhment, might be leckoned the had ftate of our 
jails. This chiefly proceeded from the want of feparate 
places, in which the criminals might be confined according 
to the different degrees of their offences, and that indiferi- 

minate 
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minate intercourfe be prevented, which tended to confirm 
the hardened offender, and deprave the timid. The number 
of criminals, who were allowed to accumulate in our jails, 
was another circumftance of the worft confequence. It was 
evident that in order that jails fliould be judicioufly regu¬ 
lated, it was neceffary that they fliould be well conftru&ed; 
and that they cculd not be well conftiudled without incur- 
a confiderable cxpence. Many improvements had been 
lately made by the magistrates and gentlemen of the counties. 
But the eftedi of their fptrited exertions would be in a great 
meafure loft, or at leait never could be rendered fo com¬ 
pletely and extenfively ufeful, if they were not feconded by 
theadVivity of the Minifters<pf the Crown. The neceftity of 
tranfportatiori was univerfally allowed, and at the fame time 
it was proper that f attention fliould be paid to the fituation 
felled for this purpofe. On this account he thought it of 
confbquence that inquiry fhould be made into the ftate of the 
prelent colony, in order to aicertain how far it was adequate 
to the nature of fuch a fettle/nent, or had anfwered the pur- 
pofes for which it was intended. He now moved, “ 1 hat 
w an account (hall be laid before the Houfe of the number of 
convidts /hipped to New South Wales, and the number 
u more tp be fent in the /hips under order to fail.” 

Mr. Mr. Jckyll faid, that he rofe more readily to fecond the 
Jekyll. motion of the honourable gentleman on this fubjedl, from 
his high approbation of the bill which he had formerly in¬ 
troduced for Penitentiary Houfcs; a bill, which if carried 
into effedt, would have been the moft graceful ever entered 
upon the ftatute hook. From what caufes it fell, it was 
not now his bufinefs to inquire. The information which 
the motion had in view to bring forward, appeared to him 
the more necellary, as rumours got abroad, and perhaps 
there might be doubts entertained within the Houfe, not of 
tlie moft pFafant fort, with regard to the ftate of the fettle- 
ment. Jthad been fuggefted, that the foil was (canty, fter- 
ile, and unproductive of every thing neceffary for the pur- 
pofes of exiftence, and that this deficiency of nature was by 
no means compenfated by the fupply of provifions, fo as 
to render the fituation of the colony the moft defperate and 
dangerous that can be imagined? Such rumours, no doubt, 
rendered the information, by which it was to be hoped that 
they would be confuted, neceffary. It was proper that in¬ 
quiry fliould be fet on foot, whether the fituation had been 
already found adequate, and was eligible to be employed for 
the purpofes of fettlement. The immediate profecution of 
the inquiry Was the more neceffary, as there were at prefent 
embarked, and under orders for Tailing, eighteen hundred 
eonvidls deftined for the fame place; and the information 

whicS* 
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which wa$ calledfoc by the motion* by ascertaining the pre- 
fi»nt Situation of *he fettlerpent would enable them to judge 
how far it could bear fuch an addition, which in the point of 
view prefemed by general rumour, would be a meafure equally 
repugnant to policy and humanity, £Je propofed that on 
this account a fufpenfion of the failing-orders fhould takp 
place till the proper information could be produced, and the 
neceflary inquiries made, that if there was found to exift,, 
however he trufled would not be the cafe, fuch an unhappy # 
nature of foil, and fo dreadful a fcarcity of provifions, the 
expofure of fo many individuals as were now embarked, 
might be prevented, and the calamity of the prefent inhabi¬ 
tants not increafed by an addition to their number in fuch 
circumftances. 9 • * 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, that he was glad that the motion Mr. Pitt, 
had been made, if there exifted fuch nTmours, as had been 
mentioned by the honourable gentleman, who had fpoken 
laft, that by the information, which was required to be pro¬ 
duced, any impreflion which they had made might be done 
away. He was confident thaf when that information was 
produced, it would appear upon what fmall authority fuch 
rumours were founded, and how materially they were con- 
tradi&ed by the evidence of fafts. But with regard to the 
propofal that had been made of fufpending the faiHng orders, 
he fhould confider himfelf by adviiing any fuch propofal as 
betraying the duty which he owed to the Crown. By. fuch 
a fufpenfion, the feafon might he loft, without taking into 
conftderation the expence and inconvenlfence, without which, 
in other refpe&s, it would be attended. It was obvious 
what difficulty muft occur in forming a new arrangement 
to difpofe of a body of convifls amounting almoft to two 
thoufand. *If, in compliance with the terms of their original 
fentence, they (liquid be tranfported, a new voyage of dif- 
covery muft be fet on foot, in order to find out fome other 
fituation. * If they fhould be placed in penitentiary houfes, 
it was neceflary that thefe penitentiary houfes fhould be firft 
built. Whatever meafure could be adopted would be found 
to be attended with expence, inconvenience, and delay. And 
they, indeed, ought to be highly convinced of the fuperior 
advantages of a new fettlepient to the prefent, who fliould. 
propofe achange of fituation. In the event of fuch a change, 
all the difficulties of a new eftablifhment muft be again en¬ 
countered, all the expences incurred, a condud which only 
tfie ftrongeft and moft indubitable confidence of fuccefs, in 
the prefent fituation of affairs, could juftify. And that 
fituation muft indeed be produdlive of much greater advan¬ 
tages, which, on the rifk of a new eftablifhment, could be 
preferable to the fettlement already made. The ufe of peni- 
, Vol. XXVIII. Y y ternary 
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tentiary houfes, he, in feme inftances, regarded as the worft 
.policy, where criminals were accumulated without proper 
attention to the degrees of their guilt; as he regarded thefe 
houfes as intended only for the reception of thofe who, from 
the fmaller enormity bf their offences, afforded hopes of re¬ 
formation. To introduce criminals of all defcriptions, was, 
in effed, to deftroy the intention of the inftitution; and 
lead of an inftrument of reformation, to render it a fource 
of depravity. In the regulation of punifhment, it was ne- 
ceflary to attend to the degree of the offence. It was one of 
the firft and moft obvious maxims in infliding punifhment, 
that it fhould be fuited to the crime. On this account it 
was requiflte fometimes to jnflid hardfhip, though it was 
certainly defirable td employ it as fparingly as poffible, and 
always proper to a^oid unneceffary feverity. The fituation 
of Botany Bay was by no means fuch as he now under flood 
it had been reprefented by rumours. Before fuch rumours 
fhould be allowed any weight, he only defired that the ne- 
ceffary information might be jvaited for, which he was con* 
vinced would afford a very different reprefentation of things* 
It was not neceflary that it fhould be a place of luxury and 
comfort; fuch a perfuafion might be attended with the worft 
confequences* But he could almoft venture to aflert, and he 
believed it r would be confirmed by fad, that this fettlement 
was not only lefs exceptionable in point of feverity, and fu- 
perior in point of comfort and convenience, to any former 
fituation employed for the fame purpofe. 

Sir Charles Bunbury then moved, 

Secondly, u That there be laid before the Houfe an ac* 
“ count of the expence incurred in tranfporting the faidcon- 
“ vids ” 

Thirdly, cf That there be laid before the Houfe an ac- 
<c count of the quantity and coft of the provifions fent for 
€i the fupport of the fettlements in New South Wales.” 
But upon the Chancellor of the Exchequer mentioning, that 
a great part of the provifions for the fettlement were ap¬ 
pointed to have been fent from the Eaft-lndies, and that no 
returns had been made from that quarter, fo that the ac¬ 
counts could not be filled up, it was added to this motion, 
#< as far as the fame can be mad© out*” 

Fourthly, u That there be laid before the Houfe an ac- 
iC count of the expence of the Civil and Military Eftablifh- 
** ments kept up in the fettlements in New South Wales.” 

Upon this motion, Mr. Burke remarked, that it would be 
neceflary to increafc the military eftablifhment, as, in fuch 
a fituation, the inhabitants could not with propriety be 
formed into a militia, or have arftis put into their hands 
with any degree of fafety; and that the authority of ^go¬ 
vernment^ 
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vernment could only be maintained by the influence of co- 
erciom 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, this point would afterwards form 
the fubjedt of difcuffion, when the Houfe fhould take into 
confideration the ftate of the prefent eftabliftiment. 

The order of the day being read, for the Houfe to refolve 
itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe, on the Off*'v-* 
der’s bill, 1 

The Speaker put the queftion, that he fhould leave the 
chair. 

Mr. Powys rofe and faid, though fome objections had been 
intimated to this bill, he did jiot fuppofe that the Speaker’s 
leaving the chair could be oppofed, becaufe when the bill 
went into a Committee, it might undergo amendments; 
and whatever they were, he would wifli them to be made 
in the Committee, becaufe there were many reafons, moft 
of which he had formerly mentioned, for having the pre¬ 
lent bill, or fome part of it, paffed as foon as poffible. 

Mr. Wilberforce was forry to oppofe any thing that came 
from his honourable friend, but could not at once agree to 
the Speaker’s leaving the chair. He had no doubt that the 
honourable gentleman, and thofe who afted with him on 
this bill, had taken much pains to examine and? underftand 
the meafure properly. It, however, was one of.great im¬ 
portance, and that he thought required a full attendance, as 
it was the duty of every Member of Parliament to attend the 
difcullion of bufinefs which fo univeffally concerned their 
Conftituents, as the effedts of this bill muft do. The Houfe 
was thin at prefent, but had it been otherwife, he doubted 
that gentlemen had been in pofleflion of fufficient information 
to enable them to decide fo haftily on a bill which they had 
never feeui It was from no purpofe of oppofition, but from 
a defire to underftand the principle and tendency of the bill, 
that he wilhed his honourable friend to defer the confideration 
of it at leaft for a few davs, that time might be given to have 
it printed, as every member would be defirous to read it and 
make up his mind upon the fubjedt. For his part he had 
never feen it till a few hours ago; he had fent for a copy of 
it, and was informed that there was not a printed copy to be 
had; if that was the cafe with him who had fat in the lad 
Parliament, though he had not the good fortune to be prefent 
at the difcullion of this bill then, how much more muft the 
new members of this Parliament be defirous to fee the bill 
before they could form any judgement upon it. 

Mr. Powys faid, it was needlefs for him to go over the 
arguments he had already ftated on this fubjedt; but from 
the nature of the objedtion now made, he muft take the li¬ 
berty of reminding the Houfe of the progrrfs which this fame 
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bill had in the laft Parliament, and in the manner in which 
it failed. The bill had gone through all its ftages, and 
palTed that Houfe: it had done the fame in the Honfe of 
Lords; but a fmall alteration being made in it there, the 
Houfe of Commons, when it came back to them with that 
alteration, confidered it as a money bill, and threw it out. 
^^Ehis he mult likewife remark, happened on the laft day of 
1 the feffion; but what he meant to infer from this was, that 
the bill had been maturely deliberated .upon, printed, and 
pafled by the Houfe of Commons and Lords, and therefore 
might be fuppofed to be fully underftood. He wiflied the 
objection made by Jus honoiyable friend had come forward 
when he moved th£ quell ion laft week, as it might have 
been obviated before now, by ordering the bill to be re¬ 
printed for the ufe of the Members, and this would have 
laved much time, which he thought of very great confe- 

? iuence. One particular, and with him very Itrong, reafon, 
or going into the Committee now was. that the hill im¬ 
proved, amended, or whatever part of it mignt be agreed to, 
IhoulJ be palTed into a law before the Judges went upon the 
circuit, a confederation that had much weight with him. 
He hoped, therefore, gentlemen would not ohjedl to going 
into the Cbmmittee, that l'ome part of the bill might be 
agreed to, and pafled into a law. 

Mr. Mabtwarin" was not in the houfe when thefe argu- 
Mainwar- ments, which the honourable gentleman (Mr. Powys) had 
ing. mentioned as fatisfa&ory, had been given on a former oc- 
cafion ; be therefoie (hould think himfelf, and believed many 
other gentlemen would think themfelvis much obliged to 
the honourable gentlem .n if he would explain to them what 
was the principle of the bill. He underftood the principle 
to be, that thofe felons who were convicted of crimes, for 
which our penal laws prescribed exile and temporary tranf- 
portation as a puni/lum-nt, Ihould be provided, by this bill, 
with a refulence, and perhap. employment, from the time 
that tl.ey were fentenced, till the time it might be expedient 
for His Majefty to order them to be tranfported; and that 
when the Judges had pafled lenience, they delivered the of¬ 
fenders over to the Juftices of the Peace, who fent them to 
fuch corredtion houf s as they thought proper, theie to re¬ 
main, perhaps employed, perhaps not, for an uncertain fpace 
of time, that might either he fliorr, or extend to the whole 
time which they had been fentenced to fuffer. He faid he 
was not quite in the fame predicament with the honourable 
gentleman before him (Mr. Wilberforce), for he had got the 
bill about ten days go, but he owhed he withed for more 
time, and that the bill might be properly underftood, efpe- 
cially as he did not fee any harm that could refult from the 
delay. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Wilforfortit Hill argued upon the n^ceflity of a fuller 
attendance, and having the bill re-printed before it went into 
a Committee. He could not fee that there would be any in¬ 
convenience from the bill not paffing into a law before the 
Judges went on the circuit; for, by a claufe in the bill, by 
which the approbation, if not recommendation, of the quar¬ 
ter feffions is neceilary, before the Judges could be called on * • - 
to interfeieon the principle of the bill, it could not poilibly 9 
be carried into force before the Lent affizes. 

Mr. Buxton wilhed the Houfe to adopt the mode propofed Mr. 
by the honourable mover (Mr Powys) by going into a Com- Buxto*. 
mittee. He thought tranfportajion an expenfive way of pu- 
nilhing criminals, and preferred keeping^nem in the country 
when there was a chance either of reforming them, or em¬ 
ploying them ufefully during the period ot their folitary con¬ 
finement. He believed the principle of the bill to be good, 
and wifhed it to go to a Committee, where any alterations 
that appealed neceilary migh^ be made. He added fome 
other local remarks on the lituation and effefls of a peniten¬ 
tiary houfe, that he had lately had an opportunity of know¬ 
ing in the county of Norfolk. 

Mr. Montagu fpoke a ihort time in oppofition to the Mr. 
Speaker’s leaving the chair. He did not altogether under- Monug*. 
ftand the honourable gentleman’s (Mr. Powys) arguments, 
when he wiflied the bill to go into a Committee, before the 
Houfe knew what it was ; and what was the plan which the 
honourable gentleman had propofed ? vfhy it was this—let 
me get this bill brought into a Committee; I know it is not 
perfeft, but I and my friends will make it fo; you are to fit 
with your Ijands acrofs, not knowing any thing of the mat¬ 
ter, (and he confefled he knew nothing of it) till it is through 
the Committee, and pafled into a law. Mr. Montagu laid a 
few words more, to which Mr. Powys replied, and he and 
Mr. Wilberforce were both up again feveral times in the 
courfe of this converfation. 

Mr. Mainwaring faid he had another obfervation to make Mr. 
with regard to the compulfi > ki part of the bill, if he under- Mainwar- 
ftood it right, it was not compulfory on the magiftrate to ing- 
fend the offenders to the penitentiary houfe ; but if they chofe 
to do fo,' it was compulfory on the Governor of the peni¬ 
tentiary houfe to take them, in whatever date the Houfe was 
in as to numbers already in confinement there, or accommo¬ 
dation. A circumftance that, in his mind, was fraught with 
the moll mifehievous confequences. 

Mr. Powys replied, that the bill certainly went to give Mr. 
more power to the juftic£s of the peace, whom he believed Powy*. 
to he the beft judges of the local fituation of their refpefiive 
counties; but be faid the option was not left with them to 

decide 
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decide how long the offenders were to be kept before the fen* 
tence pafled on them was put in execution ; and likewife re* 
marked, that the Judges having pafled fen tence, it did be* 
come compulfory on the juftices to ait in conformity with 
that fentence. Gentlemen had clafled two diftindk branches 
of the bill together—the firft and fecond; the lali was what 
tjie was moil anxious to pafs into a law, for the reafon he 
had already given. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt could fee nopoflible harm that might 
arife from the delay propofed. He, as well as his honourable 
friend (Mr. Wilberforce), had wifhed to fee the bill, and had 
fent for it, but was anfwered, that there was no printed copy 
remaining; he then, with difficulty, procured a copy that 
had been printed lafl year, but owned that he had not leifure 
to examine it. He did not mean now to fay, that he ap* 
proved or difapproved of the hill, as it was not before them, 
but certainly he thought if it was the intention of the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman, or thofe who a< 5 ted with him, to add 
claufes or make amendments to their own bill, it would be 
as well for them to complete it firft, and then, having it 
printed, that it might be fully underftood, it could go to a 
Committee as expeditioufly as poflible. 

Mr. Mr. Pcwys laid, if he thought his prefling the motion for 

Powvs. the Speaker’s leaving the chair, was againft the general fenfe 
of the Houfe, he would not perfift in it; and from what had 
fallen from the right honourable gentleman over the way, he 
would take the libelty to afk one queftion of him, and the 
anfwer might poflibly fatisfy him whether there was a necef- 
iity forgoing on with the bill or not. That queftion was, 
whether His Majefty’s Minifters had it in contemplation to 
bring forward any fclieme for providing a general receptacle 
for offenders fentenced to be tranfported, during the interval 
between their being condemned, and the time of their being 
t rani ported ? 

Mi Mr.Chancellor PA'/ replied, that be had nofuch plan in con¬ 

templation, nm lud be rea on to think that any of HisMa- 
jefty’s Minifk-rs bad ; moreover, be would not befitate to fay 
that he did not appiove of a general receptacle for fuch offen¬ 
ders. being well convinced, that proper houfes for^hat ufe 
in the different counties, would be much better adapted for 
the purpofe, becaufe they could be more eafily looked after, 
and kept under better regulation, than it was poflible for any 
general rec* ptacle to be managed in. He, however, though 
lie had no difficulty in faying this, would not have it under¬ 
ftood that he had given any decided opinion upon the bill in 
queftion, for he really was not fufffciently informed upon the 
fubjeft, and mufl therefore referve his ieutimcnts till a future 
pfimd. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Powjtf faid; that tfhatCrer might be the fate of the Mr. 
queftion, he was fo far fatisfied with having done his duty as Powys, 
a Member of Parliament, and a friend to the bill, which, or 
fome other on the fame principle, though perhaps not the 
fame in all its claufes, he conceived to be very much want¬ 
ed, and ablutely neceffary. 

Mr. Powney, Mr. Vanfittart, and Mr. Plomer, faid each 
a few words on the fubjeft. . 4 

Sir William Dolben rofe, not to oppofe the Speaker’s leav- Si%Wm. 
ing the chair, but rather to wifh that he might, for this one Do ^ e11 * 
reafon, that he confidered the honourable gentleman did not 
mean, by going into the Committeee, that the hill {hould 
be agreed to or not in toto 9 but that it might be altered and 
amended, fo as to be printed in # a more*Complete ftate, and 
re-committed. With this idea, which he conceived to be 
Mr. Powys’s, he thought the Houfe ihcfeld go into a Com¬ 
mittee, having nothing elfe of great importance prefling upon 
them to-day, and efpecially as fo many gentlemen feedH 
ready with their objections, and no doubt with remedies for 
them. # 

Upon the queftion being put, the Houfe divided; when 
there appeared for the motion, that the Speaker leave the 
chair, Ayes, 37; Noes, 17. Majority 20. 

1 he Houfe immediately refalved itfelf into a Committee of 
the whole Houfe, Sir Charles Bunbury in the chair, who be¬ 
gan to read the bill; but a Member propofmg that the Houfe 
fhould be counted, and there not being forty Members pre¬ 
fen t, they could not proceed, and adjoufned accordingly. 

Thurfday, 10 th February, 

The Houfe having chofen a Committee to try the merits 
©f the election for Poole, immediately adjourned. 

• Friday , 11 th February . 

Mr. Pelham rofe to cal! the attention of the Houfe to the Mr. 
Corn bill, which he underftood was to be committed on Pelham. 
Tuefduy next. As it was a bill of the utmoft importance to 
the country in general, and in particular to the landholders, 
he hoped it would be poftponed for a week, in order to give 
gentlemen who were intere/led an opportunity of attending 
the Committee. Without going into the detail, he owned 
he was not an advocate for the principle of the bill. He 
faw much danger from too great an encouragement of im¬ 
portation ; for, in the end, we mu ft come to depend on other 
countries for our ftipplies, and though perhaps we might 
have grain cheaper the firft year, he was perfuaded it would 
afterwards be much deacer than it was now. In order to 
give time to confider the bill maturely, he moved, that the 

order, 
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order, which ftood for Tuefday next, b t difchafged, for the 
fubftituting Tuefday fe’nnight. 

Mr. Ryder laid, he felt the importance of the bill at much 
as any man; a great deal of time had already been giveq. for 
confidering it, and he felt himfelf much averfe to any farther 
delay; he had, however, no objection to poftppging the 
Committee till Friday next. 

After feme farther confideration, it was fixed for Tuefday 
fe’nnight. 

Mr. Plumer prefented a petition againft feveral claufes in 
the corn bill, which was read, and ordered to be referred to 
the Committee of the faid bill. 

Mr. fiaftard moved for feveral papers relative to the trea¬ 
ties between the Eajl-India Company, the Rajah of Tanjore, 
and the Nabob of Arcot. Ordered. 

Mr. Morton, from the India Houfe, prefented a fopple- 
mental account of the military force in India. Ordered to 
tQftan the table. 

Mr. Alderman Curtis moved for an account of the number 
of feizures made of {hips employed in the illegal exportation 
of corn, for the laft twelve yeais, diftinguifhing each year. 
Ordered. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

• Monday, 14 ih February. 

Mr.Burke Mr. Burke faid, that he now rofe in order to follow up his 
former motion. But firft, he begged leave to congratulate 
the Houfe on havinguaicertained the important quellion of the 
continuance of the impeachment. The Houfe was no longer 
fubjedt to the imputation of being baftardized, attainted, cor¬ 
rupted in blood, with its fucceflion, and its inheutance of juf* 
tice from former Parliaments cut off. It contimied in full 
polleffion of all its rights, notwithftanding the cffe&s of a 
difiolution; and was proved, at the commencement of a 
new Parliament, to be alius et idem. That the Iloufe, like 
the great luminary to which this description was applied, pre- 
ferved its identity under all its changes. The Houfe fet in 
juftice: it rofe in juftice. On the event of this important 
difeuffion, he begged leave not only to congratulate the 
Houfe, but to congratulate the country, to congratulate the 
conftitution, to congratulate liberty, to congratulate law, 
and to congratulate human nature ltfelf. 

After the decifion which had been given on thisqueftion, he 
ought not to fear that any part of their future conduct would 
be unworthy of the principles which they had thus ilrongly 
fan&ioned. Every right implied a duty; and having eftab- 
lifted the right, it was not to he apprehended that they 
would decline to difeharge the duty with which it was con- 
2 nedted. 
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nedted. Such a condudk would, by their former decifion, 
only be rendered more odious and difgufting, But having 
eftablilhed the right, it was not to be fuppbfed that they 
meant only to claim it nominally, but to give ip energy and 
effedt, and render it real and impreffive. He would not, 
however, diflemble. He underflood that there were opinions 
entertained in the Houfe, and abroad, inimical to theexercife 
of the right in queft ; on. The principal ground on which 
thofe who obje&ed relied their arguments was, becaufe the 
impeachment had already continued fo long without effedt. 
But it was to be confideted, how far this argument ought in 
propriety to influence the giving up the impeachment. 
Here two qneftions arofe; whether the charge was juft; 
that is, whether the allegitiorft of the* fmpeachment were 
founded in truth > and if they were granted to be true, whe¬ 
ther the importance of the impeachment Itfelf was woithy of 
the perfeveiance of the Houfe > 

Having pledged themfelves to carry through their accufa- 
tion, to make good thur charges, according to the common 
fan&ion of engagements, they were no longer • t liberty to 
deliberate on theie queftions. They were bound by honour, 
which is the ftrongeft of all collateral engagement*, to the per¬ 
formance of a duty. However, to*make honour a binding 
principle, it mull not be feparated from juftice. 1$ fince the 
time of their having given their folemn pledge, they had dif- 
covered that the grounds of their charges were falfe, maliciou*, 
or even fnvolous, it was not merely fuffiucient, in order to do 
juftice to the accufcd, that they fhould decline the impeachment. 
Something more was neceflary on their part, and due to the 
indix idual who had been the ohjedt of their attack. In fuch a 
cafe, repentance became them ; having difeovered their error, 
they could^only atone for it by the moll fincere contrition ; 
and in oid?r to evince the fincerity of this repentance, as well 
as to repair the conlequences of their injury, it became them 
to avow t <3 Heaven and earth their error, and to proclaim, in 
the face of their country, the innocence of him whom they 
had accufed. They were to look to no confiderations either 
of pride or policy in making this atonement. It became them 
not merely to acquit him, but to pay the damages which he 
had incurred in the courfe of a profecution, that had origi¬ 
nated from their raflinefs or their injuftice. It was hu¬ 
man to err, but having once difeovered their error, it was 
incumbent on them to make the proper expiation. Repen¬ 
tance is an amiable virtue, and particularly fuited to a being 
liable to frailty and miftake. They ought to beware, that in 
order to avoid the (hame of confeffing that they had been 
they lhould net incur the imputation of farther 
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There wa$ a degree of infamy attached to the prefent im¬ 
peachment ? that infamy muft fall fomewhere t it muft fall 
on the fubjeA of the impeachment, if he be duly convi&ed : 
it muft fall on them if they weakly abandoned the impeach¬ 
ment; it. muft fall on the Lords if they decided unjuttly. 
It was evident, however, that it muft fall fomewhere, and 
it was their duty to provide that no part of it fhould be im¬ 
putable to them. 

‘ The fecond queftion to decide, before they determined to 
abandon or fupport their profecution, was, whether, along 
with its juftice, it was important . On this there could be 
little difficulty. All parties were agreed, that a heavier 
charge of guilt, and of a guilt affe&ing more extenfive oh- 
jefis, had never bee^ made upon any man. 

But if convinced that their profecution was of the higheft 
juftice, and of th& moll ferious importance, and if having 
declared that the conduct of the pannel was a difgrace to the 
country, would they not, by declining the profecution, 
leave its honour open to afperfion ? Would they not incur 
all the criminality of thofe bad meafures, which having de¬ 
tected, and brought to the bar of juftice, they had wanted 
honefty or fpirit to prbfecute to the period of fentence. Up¬ 
on what pretence could they arrogate to themfelves the right 
of calling a man to account for oppreffive a As, wlulft in the 
pretended exercife of that right, they fhould aft as if they were 
guilty of a fyftem of the moll flagrant oppreffion ? 

If the impeachment fhould be abandoned, folelyon account 
of the length of time$fbich had already been employed in 
its profecution, a precedent of the moll dangerous na¬ 
ture would be eftablifhed, and an opening made for eve¬ 
ry fpecies of abufe. If from the defe& of laws, or any 
other circumftsnce, a trial fhould be protradlad, a door 
would be provided for the efcape of the criminal. # Nay, the 
greater the enormity of his guilt, the lefs certainty would 
there be of his punifliment, as in proportion as hss crimes 
were numerous and complicated, would be the chance of a 
long trial; and if the criminal fhould, hy chicanery, or 
whatever evil arts, be able to protraA his trial, his new guilt 
would become a proteAion to his old, and he would thus be 
able not only to hold back, but wholly to elude tlie courfe 
of juftice. The hardfhips of thre£ years trial had been much 
enlarged on; but before this hardfliip could, with propriety, 
be the fubjeA of complaint, the particular caufes which had 
occafioned delay ought to be inveftigated, A trial may be 
long by its nature. But muft every trial, long by its nature, 
be abandoned ? This would be to abandon trial itfelf, and, at 
the fame time, to quarrel with nature* The penalties of law 

would 
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would become ufelefs, and profecution would be only a more 
fecure mode of indemnity provided for the criminal. 

That we ought to consider, and to balance inconveniencies. 
A long trial is an inconvenience, but it may be an inconve¬ 
nience infeparable from juftice. Weigh the confequences, on 
the one hand, of continuing it long, and, on the other, of 
abandoning it on account of its length. In the firft cafe, 
if\any man in'high office or authority, fhould, from his 
condufl, have incurred general odium, and have fo much 
excited the voice of general accufation, as to be deemed a pro¬ 
per y>bje£t of impeachment by the reprefentatives of his 
country, it may be a very long time before he could be finally- 
acquitted or condemned. Them was tlje^whole.—An hard- 
fhip to an individual; but an hardfhip to an individual largely 
falaried to bear the refponfibility annexeditoa high fituation. 
Even this hardfliip might be falutary, as it would teach Go¬ 
vernors, and perfons in office, to (hun not only guilt, but 
lufpicion. 

* But take the confequences the other way. If by abandoning 
the puni/hment of high criminals, becaufe you cannot bring 
them (as leldom you can bring fuch criminals) to fpeedy juf¬ 
tice—you give over whole nations to the pride, the fury, the 
avarice, the extortion, the oppreffion, and the tyranny of 
their Governors. Thefe two forts of inconveniences are not 
equal in any equal eye. 

The impeachment certainly had continued a very long time. 
A learned gentleman had, with much £>Iemnity, afked who 
could have thought that it would have lafted three years ? To 
the general propofition, which feemed to be implied in this 
queilion, he begged to enter himfelf as an exception : he, 
for one, thought that it might laft three years. He had been 

*■ aware, at its commencement, of the length to which it might 
be protracted. During its progrefs, he had wifhed and en- 
deavoured*to avoid all unneceflary delay; it had been his aim 
to bring it to a fpeedy conclufion. In that he had failed— 
was he, therefore, to fail in all the reft r After three years, his 
refolution to perfevere in the profecution of it was ftili un¬ 
abated, and his a&ivity alive; and fo far from abandoning it, 
on account of the delay or fatigue with which it had been at¬ 
tended,* he found only his determination confirmed, and his 
ardor enflamed, and would, till the laft moment of his life, 
perfift in a caufe, to which he confidered himfelf as bound 
by duty, and to which he was pledged by honour. Were 
they certain that fuch delays might be infeparable from the 
nature of the trial ? Were there hour-glafies for oppreffion ? 
The honourable gentleman who had complained of the 
length of the trial, had* in this inftance, meafured by the 
ftandard of the comparatively meaner tranfafrions with which 

Z z 2 he, 
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he, from hia^ fituation, was tnoft immediately converfent 
The rabbit, who breeds fix times a year, cannot pretend to 
afcertain the time of geftation proper for tlffe elephant. The 
procefs employed in an aflion of qffault and battery , was no 
meafure for the aflaults on the rights and privileges of a 
people. An action, quart claufum fregit , or de parcofrafioj 
fornifhed no ftandard for the trial tor breaking down the 
fences of general property, and defolating whole provinces. 
The trial of an indiftment for Jlealing privately from the pcrfon % 
could not afford an eftimateof the timeneceflary for explain * 
ing and proving the robbery of all the treafuries of a g oat 
kingdom. In the mode of eftimating which the honourable 
gentleman had adopted, he appeared more to have been in¬ 
fluenced by his employment than his abilities. The gentle¬ 
men of the law goflefled the talent of magnifying and 
diminifhing, as they chofe to turn the telefcope. Par¬ 
tridge, in Tom Jones’s Reports, in giving an account 
of an a&ion that had been brought againft him for damages, 
becaufe a little pig had broke into a garden, faid that the * 
Ctftnfel railed fuch a clamour about his poor little pig, that 
it might have been fuppofed that he was the greateft hog dealer 
in England. So in this important affair, the gentlemen of 
the law talk fo ilightly, and would make it appear a matter 
of fuch frhall conference, as if it was really the bufinefc of 
the little pig* Thus, according to the point of view in which 
they reprefent it, do they magnify trifles into importance, or 
fink into meannefs affairs of real confequence. 

It was now more tfian ten years Cnee, under the fpecial au¬ 
thority of the Houfe, he had turned his attention to India 
affairs, with a particular view to the fubjedt which was now 
under confideration. Ten years, and efpecially qt a certain 
period, formed a very great part of the life of man, grande 
human! avi fpatium . Time, then, and efpecially'fo large a 
fpace, became of too much value to be wafted in trifles, or 
employed in any but objefls of the higheft utility and im¬ 
portance. Many caufes had concurred to protradt the con¬ 
tinuance of the prefent bufinefs, Longa eji injuria , longa am¬ 
bages . At fuch a period of life, and during fo long a fpace 
of time, what ought to be prefumed from this perfeverance ? 
That the objects of the inquiry ought toefenpe, and the en¬ 
quirers ought to be given over to the refen tment of the prefent 
age, and the odium of all pofterity ! It would, indeed, be a 
phenomenon of a raoft portentous kind, if a man could be 
* found, who, without refentment of perfonal injury, or in¬ 
ducement of private intereft, could have perfevered, with 
fuch an atrocious conftancy, in perfecting an innocent man* 
Any man who could be capable of filch conduct, might fure- 
ly be reckoned a monfter. Nay, fuch a conduft would 
t difeover 
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difcover a degree of monftrofity, as he believed that hifto- 
ry* which was in general bat a catalogue of the crimes 
of men, did not furnifh one in-dance in which one human 
being, without any motive, had for fo long a time con* 
tinned to profecute another, merely for the pleafure of ca¬ 
lumniating innocence, and enjoying the triumph of unprovok¬ 
ed malignity. Well, but as to his own particular, he gave him- 
felf up. It was poffiblethat one fuch monfter might exift. If 
Shly pleafed, he was that monder. But the wonder does not 
end here, ft is in the nature of mondrofity to be rare. But 
re no lefs than twenty of thefe monfters, all exiftiog at 
onetime, and in one county ! The reft of the twenty Ma¬ 
nagers who were aftociated with him in th& fame purfuit, and 
had difeovered equal zeal and aftiduity, muft appear in the fame 
light. “ Portents and prodigies are groflrn fo common, that 
they have loft the name." Under the fame defignation of 
monftrofity the majority of the Houfe muft be included. 
They, too, had perfevered in their deliberate malignity and 
* injustice; for befides the three^ears of the trial, the Mem¬ 
bers had taken two years to confider of the bufmefs, before 
they carried it to the other Houfe. 

It might be fuppofed, that the Committee who were en¬ 
gaged in the particular management of the imp*achment, 
were men particularly ill natured. On the contrary, the 
world would bear teftimony to the Members of whom it was 
compofed, they were perfons (bitnfelf alyrays excepted) who 
were known to carry the virtue of good nature perhaps to a 
fault. Of one gentleman he could fpeak the more freely, 
becaufe he was abfent, and could not be prevailed on by his 
friends again to come into Parliament. It was Mr. Mon¬ 
tagu; whofe affability of difpofition, fwcetnefs of manners, 
' and moderation of temper, were not lefs confpicuous than 
his high abilities, and extenftve information, particularly in 
the law of* Parliament, in which he had perhaps few equals, 
yet who had even certified the ftrongeft zeal for the im¬ 
peachment, and the firmeft petfeverance in its profecu- 
tion. 

It might, perhaps, then, be fuppofed that the other Mem¬ 
bers o^the Committee were men rafh and ignorant; but 
to their knowledge and abilities, on other occafions, the 
Houfe were not ft rangers. Preemption, therefore, as 
far as it could have any weight, was entirely in favour 
of thofe who conduced the impeachment, that it was 
neither their malignity nor their folly, nor their ignorance, 
which protracted the bufinefs to fuch a length: that if there 
was any fault, it did not,arife from them. 

An attempt had been made, by thofe who entertained diffe¬ 
rent fentiments, to pervert the common fympathies of men. 

Thofe 
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Thofe fympathies go with theopprefled againft the oppreflbr, 
with the magi Hi ate againft the delinquent: they were the 
heft and raoft powerful inftniments of t>ur nature, and ought 
not in their application to be converted to any purpofe-of 
abufe» Much had been laid of tht companion due to thepan- 
nel; but any attempt to excite compaffion, previous to judge¬ 
ment, was aimoft tantamount to a confeffion of guilt. If com* 
paffion was to be excited on theprefent occafion, why was it rfat 
attempted to be excited in favour of the poor Indians, who Ibid, 
fome of them, during twenty years, and aimoft all of tbbtn 
during fourteen, fufieied evei y fpecies of cruelty and oppre^fit n 
which could poftibly be inflidicd during fucb a period. If the 
tide of fympathy, which ought to accompany the courfe of 
juftice, was to be turned to the criminal, who would under¬ 
take the difagreeahl£ talk of detecting guilt ? Who would fub- 
mit to the labour of inveftigating evidence, or impofe upon 
themfelves the fevere neceftity of pronouncing fentence, in 
oppofition to the feelings of mankind ? If the Committee 
had not regarded the honour 6 ( the Houfe, and the interefts 
of the community, as inteiefled in carrying through the im- 
peachhicnt, would they have profecuted it with fuch unwea¬ 
ried zeal, with fuch unabated adhvity ? Had the Members 
no dear doraeftic ties, no liberal amufements, no natural de¬ 
fires, the gratification of all which was fuperceded by the 
higliei conlideratiou of duty 5 The two Minifters, or at leaft 
thofe who, from their fitu.ition, approached neareft to that 
charafier, had, in th* meft decided and unequivocal manner, 
expreftld their opinion on the fubjedt of the continuance of 
the impeachment—a cncumftince which, as it might rarely 
be expefled to happen, refle&ed on them the higheft credit. 
With regard to the urcumftance of delay, which was af- 
figned as the gtound on which the impeachment ought to 
be declined, perhaps it was worth while to enquire, whether 
it was imputable either to the condu& of the Managers, or 
the nature of the trial. There was a great fallacy in the 
ftatement made by gentlemen. Three years had, indeed, 
elapfed, iince the trial began ; but of thefe three yeajrs it had 
only occupied fixty-ieven days, at the average of about four 
hours a day. Had no cafes occurred, in which an equal 
fpace of time had been employed on a bufinefs of lefs diffi¬ 
culty and importance? One inftance might be produced, in 
which the cafe of an eledtion had occupied ninety days; fome 
others above fixty, and many more hours employed in each 
day. To thofe who reckoned by the revolutions of the fun 
and moon more than by the neceffities of human affairs, it 
might appear a long period which hjul been employed in the 
impeachment. But thofe who confidered what was the foace 
allotted to bufinefs, (a fpace not within the choice of the 

Managers) 
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Managers) and what had been done, would find* perhaps* 
that no time had been loft* Fifty Criminal allegations had 
been proved under very great difficulties. 

^ There was another fallacy ufed by thofc who, to fcreen 
Criminal, were always cavilling with the conduft of 
Mofe entrufted by the Houfe with his profecution—that in 
^efe three years they had not gone through above four ar* 
The fa& is this: the crimes had been found fo nu- 
'ws, that they had not, as ufual, divided them into 
articles, but into clafles. Under each of the clafles 
(Arm called articles) were included a number of charges, 
pent to have conftituted a feparate impeachment; and he 
: affirm, that in the whole hpdy of charges was included 
•an nflpch criminal matter as had occurred? perhaps, in all the 
impeawunents which were to be met with*in Englilh hiftory. 
^he praipinary difcuflion in the Houfe of Commons had oc¬ 
cupied nearly as m.my days, and many more fitting hours, 
he believed, than the trial in Weftmpfter Hall. 

^ Among the obilrudtions whiqh they had encounrered in 
carrying on the impeachment, might be numbered the preva¬ 
lence of the Indian intereft. Indian influence now extended 
f from ^ the Needles oflF the lfle of Wight to Johnny Grott’s 
houfe'. Wherever it prevailed, it had a tendency to make 
k every thing elfe gravitate to its centre. It was to%e found 
in the Houle of Commons itfelf. Well it might feem for the 
r ' people of India, that they had fo many to plead their caufe : 
but it was to he doubted whether gentlemen, who had acquired 
fortunes in India, were proper reprefentatives of that people. 
They were, in his opinion, the antichrift of reprefentation. 
Habituated to a different mode of thinking, and different 
forms of Government, from thofe which fubfift in a free 
country, th#y were not the reprefentatives of the feelings 
ind grievances of the people. On the contrary, it was to 
he feared that they were the reprefentatives of tyranny and op- 
preffion, ancl that they would naturally wifli to fupprefs all 
iuquiry which would ftrike at the root of their own opulence 
and greatnefs. Indian influence, as it was found every 
where, rouft be found in the-other Houfe. Mr. Haftings 
had declared, that even with the arbitrary power which he 
exercifed* (whether he had a right to affume it is a different 
queftion) he found it impoffible tocorre£ certain corruptions, 
oecaufe thefons of great families came to the country for the 
exprefs purpofe of acquiring immenle premature fortunes; 
nay, that it was a topic fo delicate and dangerous, that he 
hardly dared even to touch upon it. An opinion too favour¬ 
able to Indian influence, feemed to have circulated alfo among 
( he people. Upon the principles of a falfe patriotism, they 
a rgued, that whatever brought money to the country, mutt 

neceflarily 
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liceeffarily fee of advantage* and whilft that money was ex* 
ptmled at home, it was unneceflary fcrupuloufly to enquire 
whence it came, or by what means it was acquired. Another 
©bftru&iqn to their progrefs in the impeachment was, that 
almoft every man who has been, or who hoped to be,') 
in command abroad, is ail enemy to impea< hments. Perfon 
in fuch refponfible ftations are apt to conceive them hurtft^ 
to public bufinef s, and cannot diveft themfelves of the feelifljgs 
which their own fituation infpires. This will influence Aga . 
good men move or lefs. It is natural to power to abhor 
fpoufibility. Atqui nolint occidcre quemquampoffc volunl? / 
But the greateft obftru6lion of all proceeded from thdfcSlSy 
of the law. The 15 were nojjody of men for whom he ifer- * 
tained a greater re(£e£l; he hoped, therefore, that wfeiat Hi 
fliOuld fay, would^not he regarded as the effeft °f pr^ucli. e. * 
Par the profeffion itlelf he felt a degree of veneration^JproacK- 
ing alnvdl to idolatry; it had for its objedl juftic , the moll v 
facredof all human virtues; but the members of the body, 
he remaiked, were a$t to he influenced with a very’natural^ 
prejudice, which the French called ejprit de corps , which was 
apt, on fome particular queftion, to influence their judge¬ 
ment* In whatever refpedled the privileges of their order, 
or had a tendency to leflen their credit and authority, they 
wererea8y at once to take fire. Hence proceeded their en- * 
tnity to impeachments, by which they, who on every occa- 
fion called all others to account, were themfelves rendered 
liable to be called to account. Upon entering upon the bu- 
finefs of the impeachment, he was told that they would have 
to encounter all the obftrudions which the law creates; and 
he muft remark, that thofe who could naturally do moft to 
forward juftice, of courfe muft have the greateft power in 
raifing obftacles, in order to protraA the courte of invefti- 
gation, to embarrafs the mode of procedure, agd evade de- 
cifion of juftice, as their profeflion furniflied them with the 
weapons in their own hands. The firft finifter augury 
which appeared in this bufinefs, and which they all remem¬ 
bered, was, that it was influftrioufty given out that they 
would be gravelled in their evidence.’ The prophecy that 
was made had been fulfilled: from the quarter of the law, 
and on this very fubjeft of evidence, they had met with the 
principal part of their difficulties and obftru&ions. Under 
thefe difficulties and difeouragemenrs, they thought, how¬ 
ever, it would be no apology to them to plead, that they 
were baffled from want of abilities for the work they had un¬ 
dertaken. They did their heft, therefore, to become acquaint¬ 
ed with the nature of their caufe; the nature of their own 
power and rights ; the nature of the tribunal before winch 
jtbe caufe was to be tried; and the nature of the law by which 
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took a cure, for which heWfcs'rfotqualified, thdgtfllt was 
certainly much greater %ith tt\pfe who, without being pro- 
^M| qualified, interfere in the concerns of the State, in 
prbjSjrtion as the danger of their incapacity was more exten- 
five. 1 hey found that the Houfe of Commons had always 
jlaimed as a privilege an ignorance of the common munifci- 
al law, and without regarding themfelves as bound by any , 
brms, had a<Sled merely from the fafts which were before 
t\em, upon the principles of common fenfe. Their next 
Vjnefs was, toafeertain the nature of the tribunal: this they 
fcluul was not regulated by the law and praSice of other 
j^Clurtf, but had a law and*ufage gf»its own, perfe&ly 
difflbdt, and of greater dignity. In this part of his fpeech, 

\ Mr. xkirke entered into a detail of legab authority, which he 
. traced \> far back as the reign of Richard II. and followed 
up with different infiances to the reign of George I. with 
much learning antf ingenuity, into which we cahnot pre¬ 
tend to enter at length. • 

From what happened in the cafe of Sir R. Treffillian, and 
tflte impeachment of Lord Bacon, it appeared that the tribu- 
nanaf the Upper Houfe was not regulated by the forms of the 
civil o? 3 Tie common law, or the cufioms of the inferior Courts. 
This policy of our anceftors might appear rude,, when viewed 
through the medium of antiquity, but bore in itfelfthe marks 
of a ptofound wifdom, not always to be met With in the in- 
ftitutions of modern times: as Pyrrhus faid, upon viewing 
the Roman camp, “ There is nothing barbarous here.” The 
law of Parliament was pretended to he regulated by the rules 
of Courts. Every deviation from them was cenfured. It 
was exclaimed, that the Committee had fet up another law, 
and another ufage: they had, indeed, fet up another law, 
but not another ufage. In differing from the laws of the 
Court, they had only maintained the ufage of Parliament. 
The authority of Fofter to this purpofe was decifive; [Here 
he cited the authority.] They had pleaded non pro tribunali 9 
fedde piano, in y^ai(t language, and not in terms of the Court. 
When .plain men impoled upon themfelves the neceflity of 
employing technical language, they deprived themfelves of 
the guidance of their own underftanding; they weue led in the 
trammels of the lawyers, by whom they fubmitted to be di- 
refted. Befides, how could they call to account the great 
officers of the law, if they were themfelves the foie inter¬ 
preters of the law, by which they could be judged? AS the 
privilege of impeachment was intended for the fecurity of law 
and liberty, it was neoeflary that it ihouJ£not be ftr&itened 
in its mode of operation. They would have betrayed liberty, 
Vo u XXVIII. •* 3 A the 
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^ law, jt»ftice itfelf, if they did hot 

contend for a 4 *w of Parliament, diftinfl; from the law of 
Wdiraiofter Hall, paramount#to it, and capable of fuper- 
feding and controlling it in every taring different from fub- 
flantial juftice* This he held to be fo eflential, that if in^ , 
of the time that had been fpent in its affertion, they hadrfcent 
their whole lives in maintaining it, the time would have been 
well bellowed. 

It was charged on them, too, that they would have ob 
r truded evidence on the Lords, contrary to its fundament; < 
principles. 1 hat much pompous language had been ufed r f 
the inflexible laws of evidence, which were to prevent than 
from bringing powerful and artful villany to light. Ti lt 
they had made it their bufinefr, with great attention, to 
"amine this point, on which fo much ftir had been made. Tnat 
though there were fome rules for reftrifting teftimony wit- , 
neffes, with regard to evidence^ which is of much la ger ex¬ 
tent, that there is no rule of evidence whalfoever; nut that 
it mull be the bed the nature of the thirfg admits, and is in 
the power of the party to produce, which refers not the cafe 
to the rule, but the rule to the cafe and the parties, ani 
which, in effect, proyes that there neither is, nor can b 
any general or inflexible rule of evidence. But if their t>e 
no clear rule for dlrcfi evidence ; and that even the limita¬ 
tions concealing witnefles, are in a manner eaten up by the 
exceptions, to fay that there are rules for drcumfiantial 
evidence, is not to talk like a had lawyer; it is to talk like 
an idiot. He laid, tl^at much of the evidence was of that 
nature ; and that Juftice Rulier, whom he.quoted, with much 
commendation of his abilities, had declared it, in many cafes, 
the bell of all evidence. It was the only one often polfible 
to be had in fecret crimes, fucli as poifoiling and bribery ; 
though they were not hound by the rules of inferior Courts; 
yet, the fa£t was, that the Managers had feldom or* ever of¬ 
fered to produce any evidence, but fuch as all thofe larger tri¬ 
bunals were in the conftant habit of receiving in criminal 
caufes; and he threw out a challenge to the lawyers, defying 
them to prove that any evidence offered hy^he Managers was 
contrary to the principles of common, of civil, or canon, or 
any other Saw wliatfoever. 

Here Mr. Burke entered into a full detail of the procefs 
of the impeachment before the Lords, which led to an ac¬ 
count of the difficulties and obftrudlitfhs which had been 
thrown in the way of the Managers, and a moft able and elo¬ 
quent vindication of thq^condud of the whole bufinefs, into 
which we cannot follow him. 

Heathen made a folemn protell agajnft any limitation of 
the charges, all of%hich the Committee were able to prove, 

• if 
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if the temper of the times, arid the criminal impatience oftoo 
many per Ions, would permit them fo to do. But all man¬ 
kind muft bend to circumfiances. Therefore^ he now, in 
iSSt^liance with the unhappy circumftances of the times, 
meant to call their attention to a motion for the limi- 

J the impeachment. In the fixed and unalterable 
luman affairs, it has pleafed God to decree that in- 
ill he rapid and juftice flow. Juftice can only be 
y a long courfe of labour and feries of time. The 
rich he was now to make, he trufted, however, if 
ired by impatience, or the revolution of feafons, 
ig the bufinefs to a very fpeedy decifion. He con- 
h moving, • # • 

in confuleration of the length of time which has 
elapfed fince carrying up the ftnpeachment now de- 
againft Warren Haftings, Efq, it appears to this 
V Houfe to be proper, for the purpofe of obtaining fubftan- 
** ftial juftice, with as little farther delay as poffible, to pro- 
ceed to no other parts of the faid impeachment than thofe 
*%on which the Managers of the profecution have already 
, “Vlofed th&ir evidence, excepting only fuch parts of the 
* c impeachment as 1 elate to contrads, pensions, and allow 1 - 




Colonel Alackcd afl;cd upon what pretence the prefent mo- Colonel 
tion vi ns made, when the right honourable gentleman’s friend Macleod. 
(Mr. Fox) on a former day had ftated, that the motion 
would be to proceed in the impeachment ? 

Mr. Fox replied, that the motion of his right honourable Mr. Fox. 
friend went to fuch proceeding, and that the prefent was but 


preparatory. 

Sir John Jarvis thought, that before the Houfe proceeded Sir John * 
in the impeachment, they ought to have fome explanation Jarvis, 
upon the prefent ftate of affairs in India, and particularly fo, 
as he waS given to underftand that the fyftem laid down by 
Mr.. Haftings had been perl'evered in by the prefent Govern¬ 
ment uniformly. 

Mr. Mitford declared, that thinking himfelf bound by the Mr- 
late refolution of the Houfe, he fhould not have objeded to Mitford* 
the naming of a Committee; but he felt embarrafled by the 
prefent motion, as he considered it highly objedionable to 
impede the profecutign in any way, after fuch refolution, and . 
he muft therefore oppofc the motion, 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt exprefled his furprife at the ground Mr. Pitt* 
of oppofition ftated by his honourable and learned friend, as 
* the Houfe could not confiftently vote for the Managers, un¬ 
til they had firft voted# that there was ground to proceed, 
which they would do, by adopting the motion fubmitted to 
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♦thefh, and Wfyicb only reduced the impeachment to a narrow 
extent, and rendered it lefs equivocal. 

Mr. ‘ Mr Mitford rote to explain. He faid he felt a peculiar 
Milford, degree of embarralTraent; for when he was called upgp \ 

vote the right of the Houfe to proceed, he was cautVonei , 
again!! giving his vote in oppofitioit to the refolutions of a / 

"< , former Parliament, and he was now called upon, by the 
t .fame perfons, to vote in oppofition to the refolutions of tfy ^ 
former Houfe, by agreeing to a motion to put an end to tfth ‘ 
impeachment, by qua thing the laft feventeen charges. f 
Several Members tiling, and ? ' 

Mr. Erjkine being called, he faid that he fhould be v^ry 
forry if he interrupted any «ther Member who might* hfc!t^ v 
rifen to fpenk at large on thecjiu llion before the Houfe i/C-hat 
for his own part, hcH'itended to take no fhare whatever in f 
the decifon of it, and only rofe to prevent any plunder-. 1 
{landing of the principles which had led him to take the lead 
in oppofing the former trfolution coinerning the impeach¬ 
ment. Although he !incerely< conmii li ra ted the condition of — 
Mr. Haflirtg?, as unparalleled in the annals even of parj^a- . 
mentaty juftice, yet the part he had adled was neither bhdt \ 
upon companion, nor upon any invelligatinn of the twits 
of his cafe : the ptinciple of his former opposition «:v/the re- 
fnlution which the Houle had voted, was his opinion, as a ' 
lawyer, that the impeachment, whether well or ill founded, « 
was, by the courle of Parliament, (which to that point was 
.the law ofthel^nd) abated or difemuinned : he had ddiveicil 
it as his confcience dictated, and according to the bell lights 
he then 1 had upon the fubject. He had lince taken pains to 
improve them, and was only more and more confirmed that 
his iirfl opinion was well founded. '1 he lituatiqvi of things 
was now, however, gieatly altered. 1 he Houfe was'com¬ 
mitted to an opinion on the fubjedt, and it was abiurd to fup- 
pofe, that the large majority which had fo recently* voted tP.e 
refolution, could pofiibly depart from following up itsconle- 
qucr.ces to-ni. ht. 

The Hoofj had voted that the profecution was Hill pend¬ 
ing ; it had declared, that with refpeft to the {late of an im- 
pcachinnit, a difloluthn differed in Nothing from a proro¬ 
gation, nor a prorogation from Sn adjournment, nor an ad¬ 
journment of fix months from one of a day; they were, 
theieloie, (al haft accosting to the rejofntion of ibe Houfe) ex¬ 
actly in the fame ii tuation, as if they h$l come out of the 
Houle ot Lords the dav before; all the refolutions even of 
the former Houfe remained valid alls; and the profecutioit 
hiving thus been voted to remain pntouched by the diffolu- 
tion, it followed, that they who would now flop its courfe, 
i tnuft take upon them the burden of (hewing why it fliould 
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not farther proceed. He could not, therefore, agree v^idi^V 
honourable and learned gentleman* (Sir John Jarvis) taat tlw' 
agitation of the queftion of difcretion fhould come from the 
ers; on the footing of the refolution, which was ndw 
indm^on even thofe who had oppofed it, it lay with thofe 
^vho fought to difcontinue it. * On the rumour, therefore, of 
otion for its difcontinuance, he came down, ready to lifters 
ny grounds that could be bid before him to juftify fuch a 
einent; hut no fuch materials had been produced. Un- 
the Houfe, notwithftanding the diffolution, might 
jntinue or abandon its profecution, on principles of pri- 
:e, or of public policy, or of both mixed together ; 
aptl^s the law was not found ftrong enough to flop it, he 
£ fhould have been mod happy have attained the 
it, by any mode confidently with his duty. But 
he pNdrnt date of things, reafons for abandoning the pro- 
pution (as he hadobferved) mud be clearly made out within 
thofe principles, by thofe who propofed the difeouti- 
• nuance. For that purpole, it ^vould not be enough to fliew 
^PWobable cafe of innocence in the accufed ; they were*hound 
tomhink him fo till convidled; the profecution only proceed¬ 
ed n^prohalde caufe of guilt; and therefore, if the honour¬ 
able amt^fortunate gentlerpan fhould be acquitted, he would 
t not, as had been thrown out, agree in thinking thilt it would 
be any triumph over the Commons of England; but, on 
the contrary, they would he bound to be parties to the ac¬ 
quittal, and to rejoice in the event. 

'Fo flop the proceeding, on the principle of private juflice, 
if its continuance was legal, which it had been voted to be, 
the articles mud be lhewn either to have originally contained 
no criminal matter ; or if containing criminal matters, that 
the Courts below had a competent, adequate, and fate juiif- 
diftion over them; or that the articles were voted without 
proof; that taking the proceeding to have been well infti- 
tuted, it had appeared lince, from defefl of evidened, to 
have been founded in midake. All thefe were grounds of 
difcontinuance; hut no materials of thefe kinds were before 
him for his judgement, and the preemption, till rebutted, 
was in favour ot regularity in all thefe things. 

TKe next principle whieh applied more to the debate, was 
the public policy of difeontinuing it. But there, too, he 
wanted the data to form a corredt judgement. In the firft 
place, the principle of Lord Cornwallis’s conduct, and the 
neceffity of it; ms confequent judification and merit, which 
was to apply to the cafe of this impeachment, were points to 
which he could not haftify, and on the materials before him, 
make up or bind his judgement: he neither knew the fa6t$ 
of Lord Cornwallis’s conduct, nor would he pledge himfelf 
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v to approTjj ie, before there was a neceffity, and before he had 
examined all that belonged to (o large and important a fubjeft. 
But a much greater difficulty was behind ; for, luppoiing he 
were convinced of all flint has been alledged rcfpefilmg^ 
noble perfon, lie wanted materials equally to make tlrfe nppli-/ 
cation. Not having before him either the articles or the evi*' 
dence againfl Mr. Mailings, the n£\s he was charged wi» 
cr the' circirnftanccs under which he aded, how couhlt 
determine that the cafes were parallel r and if they werep> 
parallel, the pioceeding in the onfe, involved no quell iJn of 
private juftice or public policy, which boie at all upon tjie > 
other. V 

1 hefe were the reafons \^Jiy he could not give his vnfxNjp/ 
flop a profecution, 'which, h the rejditt on cf the no : 

thing h.td interrupted, and wlucii remained, therefp/'S to b* $ 
pioceedrd on ; as, ri coinV, vnlels th< v who nu/'cd to dyt- * 
continue it, could fhew th i: i** never fh<nhi have b^gun/nr 
hiving begun, IhovlJ, from enieiu far:r, boabandoned. 
On the other hand, hound .■'»ue w. s by ihe • < hdutmn whirhT 
gave that turn to the debax, he :m»»; not foigct that hwAau 
declared the continuance to be tn f t r , /x:o; and Mai/fmg V 
moJt clearly that opinion, frnnvlirh he m \xr w< -jyfi de¬ 
part, ir would, in his judgcmvnr, he i neon f.f.un^c Jvote lor 
the contihuance. He wuidd, tin re fore, without meaning' 
anv dilielpect to the 1 louic, decline t.iking any fhare in the 
cU cifion ot J that quell ion, oranvothei upon the fubjtd, till 
he faw, by the judgement of the Hnulc of Lords, that the 
profecution ftill had an exigence. Yvlvn that point was de¬ 
cided, it would he rime enough to a; range the forms, and to 
coniider the juftice of pioceeding : id I that decifion was pro¬ 
nounced, he (hould confjder the rcfulunons as premature, or 
at leaft unnecefiary. 


Mr. Mr. Kojiard hud, if the papers he had on a former day 
Bafuid* movul for, were before the Houle, hr* was perliuulcd the im¬ 
peachment would no longer he per levered in : had thofe pa¬ 
pers been upon the table, and a motion been made to proceed 
in the impeachment, he had intruded to have moved an ad¬ 
journment until thofe papers could have been fully conluler- 
ed; and he pledged himfcl*, that upon fucli confiderption it 
would be proved, if the prdnnt Houle adopted the principles 
of the laft, ihat the war in India was at an end, for India 
was loll. Ke wifired not to cenfure either Lord Cornwallis 



or General Meadows, nor was it his practice to pledge him- 
ielf lightly, but this he would again and again pledge himfelf 
to, that the Conduct of Mr. Mailings and the prefent Go¬ 
vernment of India, were perfectly analogous. 

Pitt.- Mf. Chancellou Pitt declared, he could not conceive that 
the papers alluded to by the honourable 1 gentleman contain- 
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ed any thing that ought to have any influence whatever upon 
the queftion before the Houfe : the honourable gentleman 
had ftated no inference from tliofe papers to warrant fuch de¬ 
lay : when he fliopld, the Houfe would be enabled to decide 
it was, dr was not, fubftantial enough to delay a 
\decifion of the queftion ; he confidered it neceffary, however, 
Vhim to fny, that from what he underftood of the affairs 
ndia at the prefent time, and at the time alluded to by 
[honourable gentleman, they bore no analogy what- 


Mr. 

Ballard* 


[. Bajlcird faid, Mr. Haftings had been impeached for a 
of treaty, for thepurpofe of raifing money to carry on 
[; from the papers he had moved for, he pledged himfelf 
*ve that Lord Cornwallis and Gefteral Meadows had 
ane t^e lame, and upon that he refted hij analogy. . 
kMr. J^yfaid, the honourable gentleman’s realbn had hot Mr. Fox. 
TatVall conv\bcd him of the impropriety of an immediate pro- 
ceding, nor, he hoped, would it convince the Houfe; for if 
LoroTTornwallis and General Meadows had violated the line 
HujLdown for them, it was the Ttrongeft poffible teafon for 
*$iej®oufe to proceed in the depending impeachment with 
jpver^prailicable difpatch, that, if they had fo a£ted, they, 
and evt: poth er bad fervant of the country, might either be 
Wdeterred irolh the commiftion of crimes, or be broifght to a 
writable punifhment for them. 

P* Mr. Baft cad was not furprifed at the wilh of the oppofi- Mr. 
tion fide of the Houfe to proceed : he was of opinion, how- Ballard, 
ver, that it behoved the other fide, and # fome perfons who 
now fat there, to paufe. 

Mr. Dun das declaied, he felt no reafon whatever to paufe; Mr. 
the pledge of tljp honourable gentleman, fo folemnly given, Dundas. 
he was pofitile could never be redeemed. He knew that every 
ftep taken by Lord Cornwallis, or by General Meadows, was 
warranted by treaties, and he imagined that the honourable 
gentleman, oy conceiving other wile, had gone rather upon 
the information of others, than upon a knowledge obtained 
from a perufal of the papers he had alluded to. If Lord Corn¬ 
wallis and General Meadows were guilty, others were im¬ 
plicated in their guilt. For his own part, in the lituation in 
which hedlood, if fuch a traqfafHon fhould be proved, and 
that he. had a fhare in it, he owned, in the Face of the Public, 
that he fhould be totally barred from every plea of defence, 
if, while he had heard a charge of breach of treaties commit¬ 
ted, he were to vote for a continuance of an impeachment 
of others upon that particular point. He had no hefitatiou 
to fay, that if there had been any fuch proceeding going on 
in India, as had been intimated by the honourable gentleman, 
it called loudly on the Houfe to prefs forward, and to be 
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. more eaget in their prefent profecution, in,order it , 

’end to fuch grofs conduit in future* 1 

]Vf r# ' Mi*. Bajiard rofe once more! and declared his of j 
Baftaid. be, that initead of the trial Jailing only feven days 0 in £, 5 
as has been ilated, it would laft more than three ye.^fs. 
ajlufion to a former debate, in which Mr, Burke had charged^ 
him with having turned his coat, he begged to allure him 1/ 
had not; that he had voted according to his conscience., 
which conduct he gloried; he had voted for the impc«; „ f 
ment by truftjing that the right honourable gentleman’s/ in 
fertions that Mr. Haliirjgs had made Hindoftan a desert 
but time had proved, what the Jamals of the Houfe yould.f^ 
prove, viz. that the contrary was the fad, and that h had. 
been milled. He begged again to affine the right Ii/Aow-* ‘ 
able gentleman that he was no turn-coat, hut that iWihoul* ^ 
confider himfelf to be one, if, after having threatefud a Mj .1 
nifter with an impeachment, and declared that ne had the - 
articles in his pocket, he had taken his hat off to that $n- 
nifter, arid obfequioully ensiled in his corps, for the imr- . 
pole of becoming Paymafter of the Forces; or, if hed 
maintained a condull that fome called patriotic, bur 4 
feruph'd not to term rebellious, and had afterwards w'ltteiiV 
a book which gave the lye to all the ads of his 1 

the dodrines he had ever aflerted. Mr.Baftardobpilied to, - 
the annihilation of any part of the charges that had beei* 
carried up to the Lords, and faid the fame ftigma would 
fall upon Mr. Hastings, if they dropped the fevi-ntecn laft * 
charges, as if they were to drop the whole. The prefent 
Houle knew nothing of any of them, and yet they .were 
now called upon by the Managers to drop lcvcntecn, though 
they knew not whether they were not mpre important 
than the three or four preceding. Mr. Ballard contended 
that a fpeedy decifion of lii s trial was the undoubted right of 
the fubjed, and that by proceeding in oppofitiou to that 
grand privilege of an Englishman, the Houle would be pro¬ 
ceeding in oppreffion. With regard to the papers for 
which he had moved, Mr. Ballard laid they would prove 
that Lord Cornwallis and General Meadows had feized the 
country of the Nabob of Arcot, in violation of the moft fo- 
lemn treaties; and that it was a matter that would be 
fpeedily made notorious, by an appeal of the Nabob to the 
throne, to the juftice of that Houfe, orto the courts of law 
in this- kingdom. He was far, he faid, from meaning to 
condemn or cetifure the conduft either of Lord Cornwallis 
or of General Meadows; he 'only wifhed to prove that by 
the papers he had moved fpr, it would appear that they had 
been obliged, in a moment of exigency, to adopt a fimilar 
conduit with Mr. Haftings in his transitions in Benares 
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with the Begums nnd with Cheyt Sing. Mr. Baftard read 
extra&s from a letter from Lord Cornwallis, &c. ort the 
fuhjedl, urging flare neceflity as the plea for the meafure 
which, his Lordlhip faid, he conceived would be unpopular 
in England; and he again repeated, that he meant no reflec¬ 
tions on his Lordlhip, or on General Meadows, but to flievv 
that there was an analogy between their prefent conduct and 
■fiat of Mr. Mailings; that they had deprived a native Prince 
the lovcrcigr.ty of his country, in violation of the treaty 
nr^le hy Sir Archibald Campbell in 1787, in which it was 
provided in cafe of failure of the payment of the arrears the 
N;fcob was indebted to us, that wc were to fend fuperintend- 
anV into his country to receiws the ipproey colir^led by liis 
HoXiJdars. Mr. Bullard, after foilie general obfervations 
[on ouWnot having complied with this condition, faid ? he did 
lot connive it proper that parties of different descriptions 
that lionfc fliould meet for thepurpofeof opprefling an 
individual, and that as Mr. Burke had declared in the be¬ 
ginning of the trial, that if iWIiouId appear that Mr. Haft- 
norwitiiftanding what he had done in India, had left 
people happy and the country in a ftate of cultivation 
»and%ertility, he fliould think that in (lead of punifhment he 
meritee^fcward. That fa£l, Mr. Ballard faid, fcvas ellab- 
! Jifhed by the refutations of their journals, and therefore if 
the right honouiable gentleman had afted confiften:!v, he 
mull long iince have abandoned the profecution of an im¬ 
peachment, in the progrefs of which) hitherto, he (Mr* 
Baftard) could not fte that any thing had been made out or 
proved again ft the defendant. 

[Mr. Ballard was called to order in the courfe of his 
fptech ] # 

Mr. tViglcy objected to the manner in which the motion 
was brought forward; the Houle had ati undoubted right to 
exhibit articles of impeachment from time to time and as 
circumftances might arife to proceed on them or not, new 
articles might be exhibited even on matter arifing out of the 
defence, and he trufted the Houfe would not lightly ptirt* 
with l'o valuable a privilege. If the impeachment of Mrt 
Haftiugs was to be continued, it might appear that the ar¬ 
ticles thus flruck out, without examination, were the moil 
important; yet the Houfe would be precluded from the pro¬ 
fecution of them; the latter part of the motion alfo felmed 
exceptionable, it committed the Houfe to profecute feveral 
charges in the impeachment^ without deciding any queftion 
on the propriety of them;' He fubmitted to the Houle that 
the motion would have ijfeen more proper had it been cc that 
cc this Houfe will demand judgement on'the articles on which 
c< the managers have clofed their evidence,” or, “ that the 
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ie Houfe will proceed on the charges refpefimg contra&s, 
** penfions and allowances.” The right honourable Chan¬ 
cellor of the Exchequer had obferved, that the queftion, 
whether the Houfe would proceed on the article^ relpefhng 
contradls, penfions and allowances, or not, was a queftion 
of difcrction. He agreed it was <0, and he tiufted the Houfe 
would exercife a diicretion, and be latisfied that Mr. Hrft- 
mgs ought to be impeached before they voted to go on witfcr 
the impeachment. 1 his was not only the duty, but the 
right of the Houfe, and of that Houie alone, for it was well 
known, that if a man was convidted on an impeachments no 
judgement could be pronounced but mi their prefence, ant on 
their requisition; and if the Houle of ] ords gne judge, tjfcnt, 
unlefs on the dernapd and m the prefence of the Hofle ot 
Commons, it would be a breach of privilege Be*6re the 
Houfe took up the piofecution ol an impeachment, voted 
by the laft Houle of Commons, they fliould examine tlfe 
grounds and evidence on whiph the impeichment had T>een 
voted, and on the evidence he could find, he could not * 
up his mind topiocecd. . ( 

The only evidence regularly hi fore the Houfe wei^rthe 
articles and charges on the journals, and the anlw^rs "i Mr 
Haftmgs * But pcihaps he might be told, as it was faiJ on a 
former occafion, that he might rclort to the minutes of the 
evidence given before the Houfe of Lords; it was not in his 
powei, nor in that of the membeis of the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons to procure that evidence; and though he might be in¬ 
formed that it w \s punted by ordei of the Houfe of Lords, 
and though an abftraft fiom tbtn journals was once rcatfin 
the Houle to prove it, the right honouiable gentleman who 
read it would lecclleit it was ordered to be prmtea for the ule 
of the Lords only . Pei haps it might be laid, he might have 
heard the evidence at the tnaP He was not rn the former 
Parliament till near the clofe of it, but fince lit had the ho¬ 
nour of a It at in that Houfe, he had frequently attended the 
trial, and at tliofe tunes heard no evidence to convidt Mr. 
Haftings. Evidence 11 relevant to the articles he often heard 
•offered; and when it was regifiered, he heard the Managers 
complain of the hardfhrps of thair fituation, and aflett, that 
If fuch evidence was not received, they could not pioceed 
in the trial, for they Ind no other to offer. He might pei- 
haps be dirc£ted to refort to the evidence given at that bar. 
It was not reported on the journals: he had, it was true, 
met with a book, he knew not by what authority it was 
pubhlhed, but it was fold to him, as having been corre&cd 
by a right honourable Manager, atfd pubiifhed under his m- 
fpeftion; this he had perufed with attention, and all that he 
could gather from it was a renewal of the dodlrine in an an- 
1 tient 
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tient refolution of the Houfe, not likely to be contended for 
at this time of day, that an impeachment may be voted up¬ 
on hearfay. If that dodlrine could be fupported, the book 
contained evidence enough, it contained nothing but hear* 

„ fay, except what was worfe, it contained the evidence of 
thofe who was actuated by private malice and refentment 
againft Mr, Haftings, and who wreaked their vengeance on 
him under the malk of public juftice. Thofe who had at¬ 
tended tlie trial would alfo recollect how little of the evi- ' 
dence given at that bar, where no oath was required, had 
’ been confirmed at the bar of the Houfe of Lords, the wit- 
neifes who had fpoken fo readily in that Houfe, dared not 
fu^port their teftimony by gerjuiy. The charge againft 
MK Wallings, accufed him of opprtilfon, of cruelty to the 
natives, and other adb by which rbe couytry was depopulated, 
and th' liiitilli government rendered odious in India. How 
Jtoas this*p oved ? The journals of the Houfe denied the fadfc; 
^rhey ftated tbo country to be flourifhing ; every perfon who 
hauarrived from that cfountry find the famefeveral ;q§£rn- 
rs of the Houfe in their places had confirmed them; not a 
complaint from that country had reached the Houfe; 
tfhe contrary, reprefentations in favour of Mr. Haftings, 

; and government had been ferit to the Houfe from 

every part of India under his government. Yhefe, Mr. 

1 Wig ley Lid, he was in tit led to call addrefles or petitions to 
the Houfe in his favour; he had a right to appeal to them; 
the Houfe had given them an importance; for how had they 
treated them? They had not rejected them as irjrevelent, as 
matters of no confequence, they had been ordered, not 
merely to Ife on the tabic, but to be printed for the ufe of 
the members, would that luve been the order if they had 
been thought of no confequence, or authority ? 

The right honourable mover of the queftion had entered 
into a long detail on the time that the impeachment had 
taken up, and had endeavoured to* (hew that the managers 
had very little of the three years fpent in it, allowed for the 
trial. Had the trial been neceflarily long, and not unne- 
ceflarily delayed, Mr. Wigley laid, the length would be of 
no weight in his mind to put an end to it. If the charges 
againft Mr. Haftings required a long trial, it muft be fub- 
mitted to, but this had been unneceflarily protradled. The 
right honourable mover of the queftihn, to excufe the length 
of the trial, had obferved, that in former impeachments 
each article had contained only a fingle charge, but in this 
impeachment each article was fufficient for an impeachment, 
for each article contained feveral diftindi accufations, no 
lefs than eighteen different charges being comprized in one of 
them. Mr. Wigley objedted to them on that very ground, 
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that circumftance had induced the Houfe to vote many of 
'them, it was an unfair way of bringing them before the 
Houfe. If an article contained but one fudt, a majority of 
the Houfe mu ft believe the evidence brought to prove it, or 
the article would be rejefled ; but if there weie a bundled 
members prefent, and an article containing one hundred 
fails fhould he prefenttd, if each believed one Mparate fail, 
and thought Mr. Hailing'' ihoukl he impeached on that, Rut 
di/believed a!l the reft, on the (ju-ftion whether iho article 
contained matter of impeachment, or not, the Mode would 
vote it unanimoufly ; when if each fact was voted fepa- 
rately, there would be ninety-nine to one again/! the im¬ 
peachment. ,, 

An honourable and learnt d cent Mm :m, whom he di^Tnot 
then lee in Ids place Mr. Lill.iru) had laid, lie fhoultl ex¬ 
pert theft* who liood up to a'guc* againll the expediency of 
proceeding, to fhew linn that Mi. Mailings w a^Vinncent'. 
Mr. Whaley did not agree with him in that; he thought 'he 
HcUHe ihould fee t.ie gmlt of Mr. Mailings; t!wv fhonM hi 
fatisfied that there v;as evidence to lujpj.t the 

^ r 

ment. h 

The right honourable gentleman had ohftrvul, rhrpcthe 
lawyers were not the men iliu-il' d by the writs </-rh/dions 
to be returned to that Houfe, the wires lr- had laid required 
them to he difcruet, to he citizens, hut not a woui of law¬ 
yers; indeed he feemea to treat them as improper nun to 
have a feat in the r Hmife. Mr. !\'ig!ey laid, he had the 
honour to follow the profeflion of the law. Me did not 
quite agree with the right honomahle gentleman in this 
relpc£M and recollecled loon aker lie came into the Houfe, 
on a difeuliion of the qualifications requifite for the moil 
important ltation in that Houfe, the advantage of a legal 
education was not forgot. 

Mr. Wigley faid, there were now no managers; the for¬ 
mer managers had a natural, hut not political cxiftence; he 
was therefore free to fpeah of the conduft of managers who 
exifted in a former Parliament, without any otKmce to the 
individuals pcrfonallv, and he hoped thofe wiio were in the 
Houfejwould acquit him of any perlbnal difrefpedt; hut when 
the fid! abilities in the kingdom had been employed ten 
years to find out the crimes of Mr. Haftings, without efte£l, 
when fo much time had been fpent in the trial, and fo*little 
had been done, when he found much in Mr. Hafiings’s con¬ 
duit to praife, and very little, if any thing, to difapprove, 
he could not vote the continuance of an impeachment,* be¬ 
gun and fupported as the pre/ent was; and whatever might be 
the even*, he* flieuld certainly take a*n opportunity of colledl- 
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ing the fenfe of the Honfe on, the propriety of continuing 

the impeachment. 

Mr. Ryder faid, lie rofe rather in a particular predica-Mr.Uvdet 
ment, having never given a vote on any of the proceedings 
the impeachment, lie could therefore view the queilion 
with an untainted eye. Mr. Ryder faid, it was five years, 
he believed, frnce the lirft charge again ft Mr. Baitings had 
bjfeTi brought forward in that Houle, and three years fince 
the trial had commenced, l ie obferved iliat the object vsas • 
to prove to opulent guilt ar.d fuccelsful opprcifion, that n6 
time nor power would be able to evade the punifhment due 
to fuch enmes, aid this was neceflury, in order to ftiike a 
terror to the pirTent, and operate as a warning to futuie go¬ 
vernments. Tint ta-ing clearly the rfhjedl, let the Houle 
conlider how the matter flood at prtjpnt. Three of the 
charges wcie gone through with, viz. that of the Jiennres, 
that ut plundes irg the Pi medics' c f Oude, and of the pre- 
and thefe tim-^ wric- Haled to contain fifty facts; 

• furclv then fufficient progreisjud been made for the pnrpofe 
/jflSft^xampk-; if the defendant ’ was innocent he might he ac- 
qg^u-d, or if found guilty, enough was done to giound pu- 
nir^Uienr upon a::d [iievisU rthrisfiom following the fame 
. exatjiJHhSfc i he lirnpie ladl then Mr. Ryder faid, was this, 

. n Uritiih (governor had been on his trial for three years, 
V|vbich was of jtfclf a very feveie punifhment; what he woald 
\Wjh, therefore, was, that the Honfe might panfc then, ar.d 
ru it was their defign, if not theic dur^, to take the ihorteft 
joad to fpeedy and luhftanlial juftice, to do it in the inoft ef- 
fcitual manner, and as ct cry end would he nnfwered by 
flopping whe re they were, to call for immediate judgement, 
and proceed no farther. This, M*. Rjder contended, 
would flrip the impeachment of its terror, but neverthclefs 
meet the* general with of all paitier; he therefore would 
move tl^it the latter part of the motion, the exception, be 
left out. 

This amendment was feconded and read from the Chair, 
when, 


Mr. Dundas rofe and faid, he mu ft object to this amend- j^ r- 
ment, and he could not help thinking but that his right ho- Dundas* 
nourahle friend had not confide red the fuhjodt with his ufual 
accuracy. Mr. Dundas contended that the Hnufe were 
bound to confider the original motion as exadllv the lame as 
if it came from the Managers, who muft he fuppofed to be 
better judges of what was capable of immediate proof, and 
moft nccefTary to he eftahliihed, than the Houle at large. 

Mr. Haftings, he obferved in the defence, which he had 
formerly fat up, had laid it was true, that he had done what 
they had charged .him with, but that tiale neceffity was the 
» * caufe, 
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Bring bn tttj^rge' refpe&ing the contra^s, pen§<pas and 
Allowances, in order to prove that it .was notations profu- 
lion and extravagance, and not flate neceffity, was the caufe 
v of Mr, Haftings’s a&s of violence and oppreflion. It wa.« 
material therefore to go into that charge, becaufe if theijgnt 
honourable gentleman oppofite to him, could prove that 
Mr. Haftings had fquatulercd, or expended more than he 
’ ought to have done, then ftate neceffity could not be ad- 
^-mitted as a juftification of the other part of his conduih 

* Mr. Duqdas reminded the Houfe that the Managers had 
declared thTey could go through the charge in feven days, 
and therefore he thought the Houfe ought not to refufe the 
Manager^ fo reafonahle a prnpofition. 

-Colonel Colonel Phipps rofe to fupport Mi. Ryder's amendment; 

Phipps, hut declared he did not ftand in the fame predicament, h iv¬ 
ing voted for the impeachment originally, and therefore he 
was bound to fupport it. The Colonel exprefled his fatis- 

• fa<Slion that the Houf* had afferted its rights in the former 
cafe; but gave his reafons for thinking there was no ocq*. 
fion to proceed farther than to call for judgment. He' d>- 
ferved, that great ftrels was laid on the right honouptble 
gentleman’s declaration, that going through anot^^narge 
wouy takfe only feven days; but how could that Be afeer- , 
tained beforehand ? If they had only been through three 
charges in three years, they might lie another year at/jaft 
getting thr mgh the charge refpedting contracts; befides that 
of all others was the chaige moft likely, from the complicated 
nature of the fnbjefl and the variety of proof ncceffary to 
©flablifh it, to run into great length. They would have to 
prove that the con-rafts had not been publicly expofed to 
the befi bidder, that they had been corruptly given at prices 
tmnecefTariiy profufe, and a variety of other fails that mufl 
be tedious in their inveftigation. Having reafoned upon 
this for foj$e time, the Colonel faid, he had fat upon the 
Committee mentioned by the right honourable gentleman 
for ninety days, and that from feeing the improbability of 
bringing the objeft to a fpeedy, or effectual conclufion, the 
Committee had recommended it to the parties to drop their 
putfuit, which they at firft refined, but afterwards, from 
being themfelves convinced of the propriety of the advice, 
they adopted it. In the prefent cafe therefore^ it appeared 
to him to be advifeahle to flop wheie they were, and for 
that reafon he fhould fupport the amendment. 

jdalonel Colonel Madeod rofe again, and was on his legs for fome 
fiicltod., time, but we could not hear diftin&Iy any part of his fjxjpcb, ; 
EL except the beginning of it, in which, he complained of a 
different motion, having been brought forwat$> that), that 
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the Houfe had been taught H tapeft, and && HtflJnga 
was the common theme of praiie and admiration throughout 
India. 

a. Mr. Jckyll rofe to reprobate the do&rine broached by Mr. 
Bandas, and as the mod extraordinary that had ever been 
broached within thofe walls; and he could not hejp won- 
dep>§«that fo monftrous a proportion fhould come from a 
gentleman who had received fame Jcgtec of legal education, 
though he had thought proper, either for the greater lucra-, 
tivenefs of the fituation, or his own convenience* to quit 
his piofeffion, for the place of Treafurer of the Navy and 
other offices. Mr. Jckyll fatd> the propofition laid down 
by Mr. Dundas was, that after* three Separate and diftinft 
charges or bills of indj&ment had been found and ejlablifh- 
ed by proofs, m a gieat vaiiety of infiaitces, another bill of 
indictment was to be preferred before the lame tribunal, ill 
order to afford an opportunity of pioving the fads charged 
in the former indivflrnents, and preclude the defendant from 
aid of his defence; that hS would venture to pronounce 
Tufe a propofition coivrary to the pra&ice of every court of 
juobature, and the mofl monftious^that had ever been heard 
withm^hefe walls, 01 that e\er before came from the mouth 
of a lawffer. » , 

Ik Mr. Taylor rofe in atjfwer to Mr. Jekyll; he faid that his 
KJhmed friend J Lul - flf cufed the right honourable gentleman 
,(Mr; Dundas) very improperly, of a want of legal know¬ 
ledge; in his opinion, if the imputation refted any where, 
it was more to be aferibed to his learned friend, than the 
right honourable gentleman ; indeed, if lie had not known 
the abilities and qualifications which diilinguifli his learned 
friend, he*ihould have thought, from all that he had,heard, 
that night, that hijf honourable friend was exceedingly de¬ 
ficient in the knowledge of the Common Law, and very little 
read in the parliamentary hiftory of the country. His honour¬ 
able friend had forgot that an Impeachment was only one in- 
di£tment produced and a&ed upon accordingly, that the dif¬ 
ferent articles were as ft> many "counts, upon each of which 
feparate evidence might be given, or the allegations of one 
count might (at the diferetion of the piol'ecutbrs) be adduced 
to ftrengthen and corroborate another, juft as the circuin- 
ftances required. Was this an innovation in theory, and 
never pradtifed? certainly the reverfe. Everyday’s expe¬ 
rience in Courts of Judicature warranted the pbfefvation, and 
negatived the very fingular do&rine of his learned friend* 
But to put the matter beyond any doubt, how did the Lords 
confider it? certainly in* the way in which he had taken tlie 
liberty to ftate it. when the Managers prefifcd to hfve the 
articles fepbrstely heard and diftinftly decided upon, the 
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Houfe of Lords raje&ed the application, giving it ns a reafon 
that all the articles were contained in one indiilment, and 
that the prifoner could not be put upon his defence, until 
the different charges or'allegations had been brought forward - 
by the Commons, and the cafe on the part of the profecutir.i 
■wholly gone through. The learned gentleman had tailed 
of the injnfticc of permitting the Managers to proceed to 
the charge of penlians,* contracts, and allowances, ’witV* a 
view to cut up the defence of* Mr. Haftings, and fix a 
flronger degree of guilt upon him ; it was no uncommon 
cafe to purfue the fame plan in the inferior criminal courts; 
but without entering into fuch an analogy, he would main¬ 
tain, that in the p, r efent inflfne'e, it was a proceeding founded 
in reafon and juiticc. What wis the defence let up by the 
friends of Mr, Hah logs, and by the man himfelf, to the prin¬ 
cipal charges already brought again!! him t vi/. that he was 
Urged to the commiffon of thole cnoimous a£ls from mere 
ftate ncccility, from the preflurc and exigency of the times, 
and from the fafety of the country committed to his care* 
that his were no perform! motives, no private views of profit 
to himfelf or thole connected with him. Js it not tlierauore 
the duty of the Managers to prove, by entering in*/ the 
article of contracts and allowances, that the pieces talfe in 
fubftanc<% for that at the very til\ie he was enforcing tire 4 
wants of the Company as a reafon 1 S*. * hU cruelty and r t i- 
preffion, he was wafting the property of his employees hy 
heaping upon hi> fayountes and dependants uncalled-for gra- 
tuities, and the moii fhameful contrails. If this w r erc the 
cafe, would not the matter be more clearly proved, would 
, not it be hrought home more fatisfaitorily to the breaft of 
every man; would not the convidlion be confeqqcntly more 
certain, and the judgement of the Lords moie lev ere and ex-* 
emplary ? He muil add, that thole who conducted the pro- 
focution, feeling thofe impreflions, would ill difeharge their 
trnft, if they did not recommend fuch a proceeding to the 
Houfe, with all the earneftnefs in their power; and he 
thought the Houfe would not ail wdtli becoming wifdom and 
propriety if they liefirated a moment in the adoption of it. 
J\£r. Taylor then adverted to what had fallen from Mr. 
Ryder; ho faid he had reafoned upon falfe grounds with re- 
^fpcdl to the profecurion, and that he had taken up the argu¬ 
ment improperly, as far as it related to the Managers; it 
was true, he had neither blamed nor applauded them , but 
itiil he had Hated the tength of the trial fomewhat invidioufly, 
having dwelt ftrongly upon its continuance for three years, 
in (lead of allowing that it had only^confumed fixty-five days 
of fitting; he mull fay, that notwithflsmding what had fallen 
from Mr. Ryder, he could not help recurring to the mode of 
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calculation adopted by His aright honourable friend |Mr. 
burke), and upon that calculation it Would be found tfiat 
the length of the trial was not k> confulerable; did thehonowr- 
able gentleman recoil' d: how many Court Martials for the 
trials of C/eneral Cffict-is had fat, for bow many months thefe 
£ i ^cjuiries had continued, though the hours of fitting were 
from ten in the morning until tour in the afternoon? was 
tfij^wpportance of tne one to he compared to the magnitude 
and confluence f the other? after reafoning upon this for 
feme time, vir. Taylor afleited, that even if the trial had 
btrii longer in its duiation, no fault could he imputed to the 
Managers; they had been no crude of delay ; they had done 
all in then power to bring thcqrefticn to a ipeedy iflue; but 
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1 iaie it, but that it ought not to be done by' 
fide «i invidious infn.uations; after reafoning a liftle 

while uj^ii this, he ccnojeJed with giving his hemrty affent 
the nlginal mo:ion tf f 

j^W'^fe^lfexculpate himfelf from having given Mr. 

. to the honourable and learned gentleman, to Rydcr^ 

complain of injuft ice done "to the Maftagers. He had faid 
noth mg that vrent either to approve or to cenfure the Ma¬ 
nagers of t lie impeachment, hut had confined himielf wholly 
to the advantage that he thought would refult from calling 
for judgenvent on the charges already proved. 

Mr. Chancellor Put laid, he mull be under the neceffity j^ r# pj- 
of differing from his honourable friend who had moved the 
amendment for leaving out the concluding paragraph of the 
motion. As alio from his other honourable friend who had 
feconded the motion of amendment. Nrsce both his honour* 
able friends had on a former night concurred with him *in' 
opinion as to the ceneral queftion, that an impeachment does 
not abate by diffolution, h^t abfolutely remains in ftatu fuo 9 
and that the Houfe was competent to decide whether there 
fhould be an end to the proceedings on the impeachment or 
not; he would not hefitate to declare that there was an in¬ 
accuracy in their reafoning on the fubjeA of this night’s de- f 
bate; for this competency mult extend to the Whole, and 
not be confined to any part or parts* and thus then if the 
Houfe were limited to*the right of calling only for judg¬ 
ment, and if the new Members were to confide in the 
Vol. XXjpi. 3 C 4 of 
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of thp former Houfe, only as far as they had been given in 
evidence, the general principle for Which the Houfe had 
'contended, and fuccefsfully contended, would be defeated in 
and fruftrated in its application, 'J he Chancellor of 
the Exchequer contended that it was indifpenfibly neceffary,, 
to proceed with the remaining charge, touching contras, 
freverfions, and allowances, not only on the ground of ex¬ 
pediency, becaufe the evidence that ought to be pr&TuCyd 
,on this remaining charge, may be intimately connected with 
and infeparable from the evidence given in the former charges, 
as alfo that it might difprove and invalidate the plea of ne¬ 
ceffity which was urged in Mr. Huilings’s defence; the ad¬ 
vocates for Mr. Halting* fay, that every breach of treaty, 
and every a<5t of peculation finds ita jufliticati :n in the 
ftrongeft of human,pleas, neceffity, that fuch a£ts wtre not 
done with any corrupt mothe, or with any the flighteit view 
f© private emolument, hut absolutely for the beneift of the 
company. Now any charge that will go to piove eirher 
the pervtrfion or the non cxjftencc of this neccflity, is not, 
only a matter of right, but of ahfolut.; and irredeemable ex¬ 
pediency, If it Ihould appear that VI r. Mailing*, by a wafle 
of the Company’s money, had himf-df created tliu% necejfity, 
or that in ccnfequence of the large turns which lay'at his 
diferetion,^ this neceffity had no tujiilence at all, then the 
plea, fj far from being conclufive inSr^ favor, is aldblutch: / 
hugatory. The duration of the tiial has net.. ftrr^ed ail 
infuperahh objection to its fairher procefs; hut this'oi^c- 
tion was founded on a falfe principle, becaufe it eftimated 
the time that the remaining charge would take up from the 
time that had been employed on the former charges, which 
was not the cafe. It Hates that the trial had laJled three 
years, a long period he confined, and every one would with 
him regfret, that an innocent mail ihould remain during that 
period, in the fufpence and anxiety of accufation and few, 
lie trufle^ would difallow, that to fuch a man, feme in¬ 
demnification was not due ; fuch a period of time mu ft alfo 
be confidered as conftituting no inconlnlei able portion of 
^pHnilhmcnt even to a guilty perfon. ‘ But Ihould the charges 
preferred againft Mr, Mailings, or the principal part of them, 
be proved; what man will aflert, that the punilhment he 
has already fuflfered, is pioportionate to the magnitude of his 
crimes? Nay, this very argument founded on Mr. Haft- 
ings’s paft fufferings, was one of the m*oft cogent for pro- 
ceding on the trial, but furelynot the only one. 1 Theories 
of public juftice, and the neceffity of public example, were 
much louder, and much more urgent than any regard to the 
eircumftances or the feelings, however unfortunate, of an 
individual,, And if the Houfe were fpeedy in conclufion, 
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and not m interruption, they were bound to cotmnrfe the 
proceedings in that wav which appeared rnoll adequate to 
the ends of public juftice,. which ought to he quick, but fub- 
ftantul, which ought to come to a fpeedy liTue, without fa- 
nficing the grand objeft that can make any iflqe defirable. 
'lie qucition therefore nariows itfelf to this: “ Whethei 
Cxjjking out the only aiticle which it was now propoled 
t^open, would materially affedt the iflue of the chaiges 
aheady in evi ’ence ** 1 he Chancellor of the Exchequer 
htic declared, tint he had attempted to prove that they 
would, and ably fuppoited his right honourable friend (Mr. 
Dundis) m his arguments on that head. 1 he objedhon 
with regnd to time was ceatamly inaccurate, becaufe it 
was not fur to fay, that fince the charges had taken up three 
years, a fourth charge muft necefTmly^take up a proportion- 
able quantify of time; or that becaufe fome of the charges 
contained fifty allegations, another muft contain as many 
more I he rule of three which had been referred to by his 
honourable friends on this oocafion, gave not a fair refult, 
and if it failed in their hands, it would furely be more er¬ 
roneous in the hands of other gentlemen, who were not 
quite fo converfant in figures. 1 Ins argument, diawn from 
an u^BShr prcfumption, which is at beft weak m itfelf, is ftill 
weakened by the moy politive affurance whic!i had been 
^ven by th& h^j aiable mover of the original motion* 
JWjijfJr dfiSfSnce he had no fcruple to declare, he thought 
notlghtly given, and to which the Hqpfe ought undoubtedly 
to give confidence. A learned gentleman (Mr. Jekyll), 
had been pie ded to beftow a degree of fupcrcilious indul¬ 
gence and companion on his right honourable friend (Mr. 
Dundis)^f which fortun t ly he did not Hand in need. If 
the learned gentleman did not conficler the fubjefts that 
might be*prefented to him, with more precifion and atten- 
tion th^ti lie had confidered this, he doubted whether he 
would he able to continue m the profeffion of tjte law fo lu¬ 
cratively to himfelf, or quit it, fo beneficial to thejpublic, as 
his right honourable friend. There was nothing monftrous 
m fuppofing one part of an impeachment neceflar/ to 
give eftedt to the evidence that had been given on the former 
parts, and were the learfted gentleman m his profeffional 
capacity to confider it the indifpenfahle duty of an advo¬ 
cate never to anticipate the defence of the oppofite party, 
and form his padlice on this rule, he would hanlly advance 
in his profeffion, with as much fuccefs as fie had entered 
upon it. If the charges preferred agamft Mr. Haftings were 
proved, it is allowed that the only plea that lemamed few: 1 
him to urge was that of flare neceffity. On this principle 
toe Houfe could not with any degree of confifteftcy abandon 
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tfet wooM direflly go to prove that no fuch ne- 
ceifBry ever fxi&ed, and of courie that the*'plea is unavailing. 
A* to the Managers having prcpofed to proceed in a manh< r 
that would have taken off the effect of the proof; the Houie 
Was not now to confider what the Managers might have^it 
any time intended, hut what was the actual circumllances of 
the cafe; the remaining charge, it was urged, did 
a narrow compafs, and from its nature mull take up much 
time* The Chancellor of the Exchequer allowed it might 
he long, but he allb thought it was much more likely it 
might be fhort. Indeed, on this fubjeft the Houfe was in a 
great meafure relieved from conjecture. He had the affurance 
of the perfons the fcft informed on the matter, that if the 
Managers fliould have the proofs ready as toon as the charge 
was to be opened, *md there was every prefumption to iup- 
jpofe they would, and if they could alfo piocure ftrong proofs 
of grofs and flagrant extravagance, it was natural to think 
that the charge would lie in a narrow compafs. Suppofefor 
inftance, a circumflance to which he always alluded with re¬ 
gret and reludhince, becaufe it involved the recolle&icn of 
an officer of great diftinfiion, now no more, but a circum- 
ftance that it was impoflihle to overlook. Suppofe Mr. Raft¬ 
ings had g^ven 20,0001. a year frorr^the revenues of a prince, 
plundered under the plea of flare rt,?ceflity, to an officer in' 
pofleflion of great and lucrative emp'Op.^t’s ftefides, yjJlil 
continued it after that officer had been employed Vfr-i, /wwp . 
diftant part of the country; fuppofe that out of the revenue 
of Oude, fuch an extravagant allowance was given to an 
officer ferving in the Carnatic, and in defiance of the exprefs 
orders of the Company to the contrary, would not every 
man agree that fuch an allowance under fuch circumllances, 
was an aggravation of the other flagrant and enprmous of¬ 
fences laid to tlie charge of Mr* Haflings. This was a cir- 
cum ftance fo definite in its nature, and f<> capable bf fpeedy 
and unequivocal proof, that it might be confulered to lie in 
a narrower compafs than that he had taken to ftate the tranf- 
action. In entering on fuch a charge, containing luch mat¬ 
ter, and Fraught with fuch circumllances, there could rea- 
fonably be no danger of delay ; bqt there was much and well- 
Taunded apprehenfion of rendering nugatory all the time and 
•pains that had been fpent on the impeachment already, by 
ieparaltrfig and mutilating the accufation, which lie conteded, 
flsbtald fee taken in the whole, and not in part, and allowing 
tf]-fo,und«d and miftaken compaffion for an individual to 
fupercede their duty as members of the Legillature, and their 
tregard to general juft ice. 

^r. Serjeant Wdtfon rofe to deliver his opinion vfery 
'/flatly, and to ftate, that no man in that Houfe could be 

more 
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more indifferent to the party concerned^ its He Ifrot 
Mr. Haftings, nor had any connexion with him or his friends* 
The Serjeant proceeded to ftate his fentimentson the origi- 
nal queltion, and tlie different amendments that bad been 
P^jpofed, but the Houfe grew fo impatient atid fo clamorous 
for the queftion, that lie was foon obliged to fit down. 

* Scott now rofe, and laid, # 

Mr. Speaker, 

I rife, at the prefent moment, under very confiderableedv- 
barraffment; for I came down to the Houfe to day, with 
many other gentlemen, in the fulleft conviction that the quef¬ 
tion to be propofed for our conlideration, would be, accord- 
ing to the folemn declaiation of fright tymourable gentleman 
(Mr. Pitt) aquefiion of diferetion; that is to fiiy, whether, 
under all the circuiiiflances of the cafe? this Houfe would 
perfevere in, or abandon, the impeachment; of Mr. Haftings? 
Put, to n.y aftonifhment, that motion has been totally given 
up, and the question firft propofed was) that the impeach- 
Tnent Ihould he clofed with thfe article of Contrails; upon 
which an amendment has been moved, to clofe as the caufe 
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now Hands; both implying, that the impeachment is to go 
on; and confequently precluding the true point on which 
the debate of this night ftumld have turned, until fhe Houfe 
Ws completely exhaufted $nd fatigued 
^Kow, S j^ j V fc'tf words that 1 fliall fay, do apply moll 
to the queftion of diferetion ; and 1 earneftly im¬ 
plore the attention of the Houfe for a few minutes, and moft 
*.particulaily of ihofe Members who did not fit in the Lift Par¬ 
liament : 1 will not go at length into the mode in winch the 
vaft mafs of matter, contained in the twenty articles, was 
paffed by fche late Houfe, hut I will take the article of iie- 
* nares only, and all the reft are fimiiar to it. That charge, 
as originally biought into the late Houfe by a right honour¬ 
able gentleman (Mr. Burkr) was the iize of a pamphlet, and 
contained a very great number of criminal allegatidtlfi Thefe 
were all Hated feparately by the honourable mover of that 
charge in the Houfe (Mr. Fox), who contended, that each 
allegation was criminal. A very high authority in the Houfe, 
(Mr. fiitt) did, on the other hand, not only defend Mr* 
Haftings upon all the points* except the laft, but he declared 
that the a£ts ftated to be criminal, were ftriftly juftifhble, 
and highly meritorious. He merely difapproved of the 
amount of the fine which Mr. Haftings intended to levy upon 
Cheyt Sing for his contumacy. The motion, however, 
being, that there was ground for impeachment in the matter 
of the article, both fides»of the Houfe agreed in the conclu- 
fion. It was entrufted to the Managers afterwards^ frame 
the article* and they very naturally included every thing 

which 




t ideav vpis criminal* 


Ai'ityii 
The right honourable 


gehtJeinari' ^Ir, Pht) |>romifed to move amendments: that 
pfomife he never performed ; fo that in fa< 5 l, and in truth, no 
gentleman can fay what the late Houfeof Commons conceiv* 
ed to be the criminal parts of the Benares article; but JMr. 
Haflings was called upon to defend hnnfelf, for demanding 
from Cheyt Sing his quota to thefupport of the waj^j&«ugh 
the Minifterhad defended the denrund, as ftriflly <&nmlent 
^ with juftice. Will this Houfe not paufe for a moment? 
Will they not do what the laft Houfe ought to have done? 
Will they not put a feparate queftion upon each criminal alle¬ 
gation in the,Benares articled, before they adopt it as their 
own, and fan&inn^ it withctheir approbation ? I claim it as a 
right, on the part of Mr* Mailings, that this Houfe ihall 
give its fentimentt on every allegation in that article. The 
obfervations on this Tingle article will apply with equal force 
to every other article in the impeachment There was an¬ 
other moft material diftinfiion taken by the right honourable 

f en leman (Mr. Pitt) and* other great authorities in thris. 

loufe, at the outfet of this bufinefs. They dated it to he 
a fundamental principle, that no a6t done by Mr. Mailings, 
and communicated to the King’s Minifters and the Court of 
Directors* prior to his fevcral parliamentary re-appointments, 
could be a proper fubjeiSt of impeachment, fuch re-appoint¬ 
ments being the ftrongdl teAimony^ ^^id^mentary Jo¬ 

bation. Yet, Sir, the Managers did include ^Sr^^n^ 
1772, amongjft thefe articles, and the late Houfe paid no fort 
of attention to them, pofliMy never read them. Much tiira 
was fruitlefsly fpent ingoing through thefe points afterwards 
in Weftminfter Hall. Are they now to be dropped for ever ? 
and is Mr. Mailings entitled to no reparation fqr fuch mon- 
ftrousinjuftice? The right honourablegentleman (Mr. Burke)' 
ftys, and fays very truly, that infamy muft reft Tomewhere; 
jf the articles are true, it muft reft with Mr. Railings;.if 
, fdfe 9 elfewhere: and the right honourable gentleman aiks, 
if the at tides are true or not ? 1 mean not hi general to 
fpeak with difrefped of the late Houfe; but this I do fay, 
that many of thofe articles, and all that are material, are 
Talfe, notoriotsfly and palpably falfe. Their falfehopd is ob¬ 
vious to all England, to all Eutbpe, and to all Afia; nor am . 
I afraid, in fupport of this broad fad, to meet the united ta¬ 
lents and abilities of all the orators in this Houfe; for oratory 
muft fail* when oppofed to truth, and to the common f$nle 
of mankind. The world will alk, what tqpre fhall be re¬ 
quired of a Britifh Governor, than to preferve the dominion 
idmmi||pd t& his charge, in a feafoji of great difficulty, dan¬ 
ger, ^demharraffinent, to improve its fevenues, to increafe 
the population, to encourage agriculture and commerce: all 

this 
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this Mr. Haftings did, and is, to this 
Handing the impeachment, univerfply efteemed in %dia, 
which could not poflibly be the cafe/ had he been a rapacious 
peculator, a plunderer, a captain general of iniquity* But H 
Mr. Speaker, if there is any gentleman who ftill contends 
tha^he articles are true, he muft allow that the India Mi- 
nifter (Mr. Dundas) lm for four years fucceflively prefented 
fal^Sl-5)unts to this Houfe, and that falfe refolutions are en¬ 


tered upon your journals. 


VExtraft fram the Journals, 00 th of March , 1782 . 
c< Total revenues and rdources of Bengal, from April 
“ 177 *, to Apiil 1772 , three crores, thirteen lacks, twenty- 
tliree thoufand, eiglit hundred and fiinety-five current 
“ rupees. 5 * 


Ex trail jrom the Journals of the Houfe of Commons , 9 th of May, 

“ Refolved, That it appears to this Houfe that the annual 
* revenues of the Kali*India Company, in the provinces of 
“ Bengal, Bahar, and Orifia, and from Benares and Oude,. 
*'■ under the heads of mint or coinage duties, poftoffice 
li collections, Benares revenue, Oudt fubfidy, land reve- 
u nues, cuftoms, and the receipts from the fal^s of fait 
“ and opium, amounted] on the average of three years, 
^NjjLpm 1781-2-10*7X3-4, to the fum of five crores, two 
l ± la ^SrfXwenR-nve ihouland, five hundred and fifty current 
u rupees,” « 


Ditto, 25th of May, 1788—In the fame words. 

“ The average from 1782-3 to 1784-5, five crores, twenty* 
“ one lacks, eighty eight thoufand, one hundred and fifty* 

fixcurreTit rupees.” 

N. B. Xhefe were the three lad years of Mr. Haftings's 
adminiftration—Increafc above two millions one*hundred 
thoufand pounds. 

Ditto, 3d of July, 1789.—- <£ Next three years average, from 
“ i 7^3“4 to 1785-6, five crores, eight lacks, feven thoufand 
%i fix hundred and fifty current rupees.” 

Dittp, 3J of May, 1790. “ Next three years average, 

“ from 1784-510 1787 8,*five crores, thirty lacks, fifty- 
* c feven thoufand,live hundred andeleyen current rupees”J 

There is no period to the ahfurdity in which this Houfe 
will be involved, if it fanfilions what has palled in the laft 
Parliament. In the very year, almoft on the very day, that 
the late Houfe declared Bengal to have been opprefled, ruined, 
land deftroyed by Mr. Haftings, did the lndia Minifter open, 
|*i$ firft budget 1 in which he affirmed, that it had been in a 
. . progreffiy^ 
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*^Irojjroveiptnt under the Britifti Govern- 
hi$ ^fertion bv the evidence of figures, 
Vdu v hav^&ir, upon your journals., an accurate account 
^>f the total revenues and ref ‘tirce? of the Bengal Government, 
during Mr. Ha fling’s adminiftration, prclentcd by thfe India 
lyliniuer faimudf; you may obferve their progreffivo incr^afe;’ 
and as they have not fmce fallen off, it is a proof that he did 
not ftrain the country for any tempoAry purpof?. tirtfgj'hy 
do I dwell upcn fafls that c.uinot he denied ? Mr. rnore, a 
• gentleman of the faired character, late a Member of the Su¬ 
preme Council, has fixed ir 3 by his evidence in Wcllmmfter 
Hal!, beyond the power of contradiction ; lie has dcpoiWI, 
upon,oath, that the natives are happier under our Govern¬ 
ment thaii umW^avy he faw the incruafe of agi'cul¬ 

ture and population, during Mr. Hading 1 *’? government, and 
he has folemnly i\f err. to rlu truth of the fadi. 

to John Shi r, FJ). in JJflminJer Hull, the :>d of 
Ju;ic> 1790. 

<c Q. Has not property been more fecuro, and individuals 
lefs opprelfcd, under the Rritifh Government, than under 
the government of the Nabobs ? 

** A. 1 have not a d 'uht of it. 

44 A rex not the n »tivcs in general more happy ? 

44 1 believe they are. 

** Since the ytar 2770, to the \eptt%n-* 

44 dia, h.id not the agriculture, 1 opulation, an^^uafdL 
* 4 prefperity of the^otmii y inert*:, fed ? 

“A. I have recoidcd that as my opinion on the proceed- 
•* ings in Bengal, and i now adhere to it/’J 

The natives of rJI ranks in India have affirmed the fame 
fafls that Mr. Sh^re ftr.tc-d—the India Minifler has affirmed' 
it—the public accounts prove it—the w hole vvorlj afl>rrs it— 
yet tlie lionfe pafk-d articles, and the Managers made 
fpeechei^ dating the kingdom of JVngil to be opprefled, 
ruined, and deftroyed. How much longer is the common 
jfcn'e of mankind to be (hocked by luch abturdity ? 

The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dimdns) talks much 
of the importance of the articles of impeachment, and the 
raviiy of this profecu»ion. lie voted for all the articles; 
>ut he muft know, and I will inform thjrf Ioufe, that I can 
produce his own Signature, in full approbation of thofe very 
meafiires, &tfd ihofe principles, which the articles condemn 
in the rooft pointed manner. When he heard of Mr. Haf- 
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(hall be invariably adhered to; and when Lori) Cdhwallis 
writes, that, excepting his having ftationed forne additional 
battalions in Oude, he had nearly adhered to the fyftem ef- 
tahliflied by Mr. Hastings, all he had done being with a view 
to render it permanent, the right honourable gentleman re¬ 
plies, that after an attentive perufal of all the papers upon 
tjie fubjedt, he approved the arrangement, and the principles 
off w:jich it was formed. 

{La in from the Court of Dirertors to Bengal^ dated the 20th of 
February , 17 ^ 5 ' 

iC The arrangement concluded by VTr. Haftings with the 
ic Nabob Vizier has our approbation. 

“ Signed — Henry Dundas, 

“ W. W. Grenville, 
Walsikcmam, 

“ Mulcrave.” 

Letter from the Cotrt of Divertors to Bengal* dated the 21 ft of 

Sept mber , 1785. 

ig. “ And, while upon this fubjeft, we think it proper 
“ to exp refs our approbation of the principles contained in 
“ Mr. Macpherfon’s letter to the Vizier, bearing date the 
“ 18th of February laff ; and we expetSl that t fa agreement 
i( made between the Eiz’.r and Mr, Hafling* will be invar tally 
dhered to. m ” 

“ Approved — Henry Dukdas, 
u W. W. Grenville, 

“ Walsingham, 
cc MuLGRAVh.” 

Ext r art of a Minute of Lord Cornwallis , 20 th of Aprils 1787, 

1 1 iuiivClo the Jett hmeni concluded with the Nabob Hjdcr Beg 
Khan. • 

“ The only material difference which has taken place 
“ in the engagements between this Government and the Na- 
“ bob Vizier, relates to the Prigide ftationed at Futty 
iC Ghur, the continuance of which body of troops in the 
<c dominions of the Vizier 1 deem equally clientia! to the 
€i intgreft of the Vizier and of the Company. In other refperts 9 
I have nearly adhered to tEc principles eflablifhcd by the former 
u Governor General , Mr, I la flings^ and jince confirm'd by the 
iC orders of the honourable the Court of Directors, all the jubfi- 
“ diary arrangements have been formed, with a view to ftrengihek 
<{ thofc principles , and r endtr them permanentC 

Farther 'Extrart, 

<c The Board are w£!I informed, that the adminiftration 
“ of affairs in the Oude government depends entirely upon 
Vol. XXVIII. 3D “the 
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ce the Minifler; that the Vizier himfelf takes no fartlier con- 
u cem in it, than to give thefandtion of his name and autho- 
rity to the a£ls of his fervants ; and that fuch is his dif- 
44 inclination to every thing that has the appearance of I>u- 
iC fmefs, that even this formality is not complied with on 
4£ his part without reluvflance. The Vizier himfelf being 
44 profufe to an extreme, and little felicitous concerning 
44 the mode of obtaining funds to fupply his hahiis of clfJSi- 
44 pation, the Company muji rather look to the Afinifla'than to 
44 him , for the punctual per fa maice of his engagement* Kx- 
44 poled as hr; is to the effects of caprice and intrigue, it 
44 is iittpnliible to determine how long the Nabob llyder 
44 Beg Khan nny continue to pofleis the conlidence of 


the V 


izier. 


Extract of a letter ft am the Du r Hots to Bengal, dated dpril 8, 
i 7(-9, in R’ply . 

44 Having attentively perilled all the Minnies, proceedings, 
44 and letter/, inferred to in thefc paragraphs, and in your 
44 iubfequcnt advices on the luhjecl ot the late agreement* 
44 concluded by Lord Cornwallis with the Vizier, we ap- 
44 piove of the general arrangement, and of th principles on 
44 which it wa> filmed* —Approved. 

44 Signed— HFNkY lh<NDAS, 

V. W. (tRFNVILLE, 


light honourable gentlihnnn, 


I fhould be glad to a Ik the ii 
(Mr. Dund.is) how he can reconcile his cor.JutTl to juiticc 
1 will anfwci for him; he did as all the Hoafe did; he voted 
the laft thirteen article*, without reading one fingle line ot 
them. The fact, Mr Speaker, is true; your journals \\ ill 
prove, that thoih n ticks were all palled four dfiys before 
they were printed. If theie is any one gentleman .doubts the 
let him put rr e to the proof of it. 1 wilh it moll ear- 
neftly. This a£l difgraccd the iaft Parliament; let me, there¬ 
fore, implore gentlemen to pauft a little, before they give 
thtir f.infiion to f> ch abfurdities. In the article that I now 
hold in my hand, Mr. ILmings L Bated to be highly crimi- 
ral, for putting the whole power of Gude into the hands of 
4 * fe implacable a tyrant as Hydct Beg Khan.” Vet has this 
..Minifler, enjoying the fuilefl confidence and fupport of Lord 
tfernwallir, remained at the head of the fyllcm which Mr. 
Mailings hasefbbliflied, and has legularly paid the fubfidy 
for ft.e years paft; arid in tire Iaft year, when his Lord Chip 
was in great want of money, he wrote to the Vizier and Hy- 
der Beg Khan, requefting feme payments in advance. Hyder 
Beg immediately made him a rcniittifccc of ten lacks of ru¬ 
pees. 


Lord 
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Lord Cornwallis fent him his wirmeft acknowledgments 
for fuch an aid, and wrote a letter to the Vizier, of which I 
will read you one fentence : 

“ June 17 th 3 17QO. 

cc I cannot omit alio, at this period, exprefling my lenti- 
<f mentsat the meafures of your mmifter Hyder Beg Khan, 

whofe conduct I conlider asdeferving of every encomium ; 
“ andtin this particular inflance of his exertion, he has cer 
te tainly fhewn his attachment to the Company, and his zeal 
“ for the prefervation of the happy intimacy between us.” 

Let me, Mr. Speaker, afk the Houfe, if it is confident 
with its dignity, or with common fenfewhat this Miniftcr 
of a foieign Pr.ncc fliouul ilaiul ftigmatifed on our journals 
as an implacable tyrant, while a Britifli (%overnor is acknow¬ 
ledging his great attention to oi:r inferttts, and his general 
merits r Let me alio a Ik you, if no reparation is duo to Mr, 
Mailings fer the univcrfality of the accufaiion again(l him? 
•Jf the article* were true, lie nev'T in his life ailed right, and 
the Indian and thcLuropean world is in an error. But with¬ 
out abandoning the truth and importance of charges, which 
few of us have re el, we now mean to give up every thing, 
except the contracts: :u\(l are thole aiti.les to reijiain upon 
our journals, which tho.e who hu\e read know to befalfe, 
which thole vJ’j have not read cannot knotv to be true? 
^ a flight matter to tall upon Mr. Mailings to defend 
fyitvros at the bar ot a Court of jullice# which had received 
the fulleft approbation of the Kmg\ Minitters ? Was it no 
injury to compel him to defend, as jf thty had been criminal 
adls, thofe plans by which he added abo\e two millions an¬ 
nually to the public revenue? Was it nothing, to do all this 
in the name of the late Houfe, when, in point of ta">, the 
Houle kneV nothing c f the matter ?—I know not whether 
the oppreflion to Mr. Mattings, the injury done to the nation, 
or the dilgiace to tlie Houle, is to be ranked the full in this 
part of the impeachment. Surely, Sir, theie are points 
which a regnid to your own honour, and j 11 trie? to Mr. Haf- 
tings, require you to examine in the full inllar.ee. But 
now the great charge is, a wanton watte of public money for 
private purpofes. Without •fatiguing you with a detail upon 
this fuhjedt, I do a •'arm, that the peace ellaMilhment formed 
hy. the Hoard of Control, is above one million fieri mg a year 
higher than the peace eflahhfliment of any one year of Mr. 
Hattings’s admimilration. Yet 1 am not faying that the India 
Minitters made their cttablifhments too high. It isa curious 
circumftance, that this Jrial has been protrndled to fuch a 
length, that we are involved in'a war in India, before its 
dole. But the expences of this war are upon a fcale fo very 
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ferae* e&petJde* tha*I will not venture 
evtfn to tfatV thedifference; and 1 contend, that the bullock 
contradt, to which the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) 
alluded, is at Fort St. George about 15 per cent, higher, under 
all its fircumftances, than that of Bengal; with this addition, 
that there are in the Carnatic army above 40,000 bullocks; 
Whereas the number for the whole Bengal army was 6,70a, 
though that number was not always fuificient. I do ijot f:;j 
that money is now, or was during the Eft war, impiGdently 
expended; but under the queftion of di.crerion, ail the points 
which i have mentioned ought to have a.mofl deliberate at* 
tention-paid to them. Before l fit down, 1 beg-to ell up n 
a very hpnourable r.nd refpedlablc fiieiul of mine, who is lo 
well calculated to give his fentiments upon the aerd 

prefent Hate of Bengal, and 1 hope, in juftice to all parties, 
he will not withhold them. 

Mr. Lujhington (Chairman of the Court of Hi fetors) then 
rofe, and faid, that being twice called updii, he felt it his 
duty to itate what would have come with more propriety* 
from Members of the Board of Control. '! he fail he be¬ 
lieved to he true, that Bengal had fi.r many y<-urs been in a 
very flourifbing ftate, and was in..a piogn liive llate of im¬ 
provement in all Mr. Haftings’s adqpiitiliration. It wa* alio 
true, that when Mr. HJlings came to the Government, 
the refbuices were little more * hair three rs^j! lions a year ; t]) 
when he left it, they were inwie than five crorcs, an ini^faie 
of about two million a year. That the fyfttms eftabliflied 
by Mr. Haftings were fpllpwed by I ord Cornwallis, with 
very little variation; thathe thought it due in jultice to Mr* 
Haftings to declare, that whatever might have been his in¬ 
tentions as to the vote of the expediency or inexpediency of 
continuing the trial; yet, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
having mentioned a particular faft of Mr. Haftihgs having 
granted largo allowances, which he difapproved a* a Direc¬ 
tor, he felt himfelf bound to vote for the queftion. 

When Mr. Lu/hington had done fpenking, the queftion 
was called for from many parts of the H 'ufe, with much 
impatience. 

Mr. Stanley requefted the Speaker would indulge him with 
the permiflion of faying only a fe\v words, before the queftion 
’ *ras read. -* He would not, he faid, put the patience of the 
Houfe to a long trial; he was unwilling to prolong a debase, 
which fo many feemed fo dclirous of feeing terminated. It 
was not his intention to enter into any difeuffion on the me¬ 
rits or demerits of the impeachment; he Would keep clear 
of all argument relating to it; but Jhe could not give a vote 
to the qodlion, a$ it was y arded, without making fome few 

ob&r- 
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obfervationsv Heftadeome with the »<&» that 

the plain queftion of— whether it was expedient or inexpe¬ 
dient to continue the impeachment now pending againft War¬ 
ren Haflings, Efq. was alone to have been debated and deter¬ 
mined ; but, to his furprife, a queftion of a very different 
tenor, of a much more complicated nature, had l»een moved 
for, and feconded; it was not whether the impeachment 
^Md i be continued or difcontinued ? but whether the; ifn- 
peach imhJ: ftiou Id be continued ro only one fpecific charge 
farther, amhthen the judgement of the Lord’s to be called 
for? Surely, this quellion (unlefs .it was founded on a fup- 
■^ofition that the impeachment tnuft, at ad events, fie con¬ 
tinued, and no discretionary poorer to be^exercifed by tire 
Houfe) involved two queft'ons togethei^by no means furiilar; 
and the Houfe, by one vote, were to determine, fir It,- that 
the’impeachment fnould continue; and fecondly, tliat the 
impeachment fiioulu be continued to only fuch a fpecified 
length, cn fuch a fpecified charge. Mr. Stanley conceived 
•that a queftion fo complicated, threw many Members into a 
fmgular difficulty. Many might now wish to vote fora 
, continuance of the impeachment, and refeive their opinion 
of the dated time it fhould ftill continue, or of what charge 
or charges fhould be brought forward, till another difeuflion 
on thiffe particular fubjefts (very different from tTis general 
feiueci of expediency or inexpediency) hnd taken place. An 
amlhdment to thequeftion had been moved for and feconded; 
but this amendment by no means tendgd to reduce the quef¬ 
tion to a fair, uuinvolvcd llatement of expediency or inexpe¬ 
diency; for although it propofrd to bring to a vote whether 
the impeachment ihould not flop in irs p re lent ftage, and 
judgement he immediately called for, it did not divide the 
queftion ; and many might not approve of e’tm r the original 
motion, tfhich fpecified how the impeachment was to con¬ 
tinue, and was fo worded as to preclude, if carried, all pof- 
fible inquiry into the prdent fiate of the impeachment, or of 
the amendment, winch, if carried, would Hop at once all 
farther proceedings. A ftiange alternative thofe gentlemen 
were reduced to, who wifiled the impeachment to continue; 
as it was evident now, that the fate of the whole queftion 
concerning the impeachment would depend on ihe uecifiom 
of the Houfe on the amendment, or on the original, motion. 
But before the queftion was put, Mr. Stanley afked, was it 
not poflible to bring forward, uninvolved, the plain queftion 
of expediency ? for he would by no means confider this quef¬ 
tion involved in a late decilion of the Houfe, on the fubjeft 
of right, refpefting the continuation of impeachments from 
one Parlttment to another. The Houfe had .certainly ntit 
pledged an opinion oiie way or other relating to the pnrfent 
♦ queftion, 
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Mr. 

Jekyll. 


niifght'fri^ to periuade 
Wtafinustg hadfceen the cafe. This was a new Parliament, 
not bound on pledge by any proceedings of the laft, compe¬ 
tent to exercife wbat chfcretionary power it pleafi d. Mr. S. 
had heard from a right honourable gentleman oppofite to 
him, that the prelent houfe ftrould confuler the ads of the 
laft* and remember the duties it had bequeathed to its fuc- 
ceffion with that fame reverential awe, which a fon ©wje^tJ' 
the dying mandates of a father. ^ *■ ' 

1 Mr. Stanley again exprefled his wi/h to fintpiify the rre- 
fent queftion (which was now clamoroufly called for by 
gentlemen on both fides). Some Memlnrs near Mr. Stan 1 
ley moved for ap. amendment. The queftion had been 
read by the Speaker * it was not eafy to find any amendment 
that could bring t»o iffue the plain queftion, which mod 
Members had certainly believed in the beginning of the day, 
was to- have bepn the queftion before the HoulK While 
Mr. Stanley was hefitating what amendment he could pof- 
fibly graft on the queftion to obtain his end, 

Mr. Jckyll faid, he would move the amendment he un- 
derftood Mr. Stanley wifhed for, and immediately moved 
that* after the words in the qu< Aion, “ in coniideracion of 
44 the length of time which 1ms already elapfed fince carry- 
44 ing on the impeachment impending againft Warren Hall- 


<{ ing$, Efq;’* it be added. 44 the Hoitjc oj^Commonsdo rejoU'C 
44 to proceed no farther f>n { is bn fine/\” k ^ 

Mr. fekyll’s motion was fccondrd. 

On which Mr. Stanley explained. He begged pardon for 
having faid he w< uid move for an amendment, and for not 
hiving he^n able to propnfe fuch a one as he thought would 
anfwer the required purpofe. One had been moved for, 
and feconded.; and by the manner it had been moved, many 
might fufpe& it was fuch as he had intended jhopofing; 
but aV#i* Stanley was anxious lea ft his opinion concerning 
the impeachment fhould be nuftaken ; he did mot willi to 
be confidered as agreeing vvi’li the mover of the laft amend¬ 
ment. In his feiitiments, that the impeachment fhould 
proceed no farther, .Mr. Stanley did wifli the impcachmtnt 
to continue, undixafily in the fame manner the honourable 
gentleman o, polite to him, who 1 had moved tlie queftion, 
had ftated it orght to continue. Both the reafons alledged 
by.that right honourable Member, and thofe alledged by an¬ 
other right honourable gentleman on the bench below him, 
lud appeared fatisfa#ory to him. This was not the point, 
in which he differed from them, or this the reafon why he 
now appeared an oppofer to the' motion which they had 
thoughi lo prpper ; it wps on account of the complicated na¬ 
ture of the motion he objected to it ; it took away from the 

Houfe, 



Hopfe, ^e th'ottg!^ *he 
aod precluded all farther debate on the ftatteofthe imp&ifch* 
ment, which any queftion that had ooly brought to an iffue 
the opinions of different Members on the expediency or in* 
expediency of continuing the impeachment, would not hav£ 
done. 

# The queftion was now called for fo loudly, that we could 
"pMhear the honourable gentleman; when, 

interrupted Mr. Stanley, by telling him he 
wouM exptbfc his opinion hy voting againft Mr. Jekylfs 
amendment, and though not the amendment he, Mr Stan- 
-Hfifc intended to have made, anfwered the feme end, by 
bringing the Houfe to a deci&on on the plain uninvolved 
queftion. # « 1 

Mr. Sumner wifhed that the queftican of adjournment 
might l>e moved, in order to make the confideration of thfc 
amendments propofed, the fubje# of a feparate dayV dif- 
tuffion. 

. T'he Speaker reminded the Houfe, that if the queftion of 
adjournment were moved, it would fuperfede every other 
motion. * r ; 

Mr. Sumner thereupon moved it; when the ftrangers were 
direfled to withdraw. 

The Houfe then divided. § * 

Ayes, for the adjournment, 26. —Noes 23T. 

Tip Houfe nex/divided on Mr. Jekyll’s amendment; ,, 
a 7 Ayes 54.—Noes 19^ 

Thfry immediately afterwards divided on Mr. Ryder’s 
amendment; 

Ayes 79.—Noes 161. * - _ 

The original queftion was then put and carried, and al(b 
*a motion fcfr the appointment of Managers, when the former 
were nominated. A meflage was offered to be fent to the 
Houfe of ^Lords, informing their Lordfhips that the Gom»- 
mons were ready to go on. The Houfe rofe between one' 
and two o’clock in the morning. 1 

No debate occurred till 


JVedncfdajy 16 th February . 

Mr. *Popbam rofe, and meved, that the bill for explain* 
ing and amending the Poor Laws, which he had introduced 
before the recefs, might be read a fecond time, and‘at the 
fame time he gave notice, that his intention was to mov£ 
that it be committed far Wednefday next, unlefs gentlemen 
wifbed for any other day, in which cafe he would endeavour 
to accommodate them. 

The bill was read a feebnd time, and on the queftion be- 
i»S put; " that the bill be committed,” 


Mr. 




Mr.Bakee S&r. IItt wm forty the honourable and 

kfttoed gentlecnanliad brought on the hill in fo thin aHoufe, 
The bill appeared to him to be a bill of confiderable import¬ 
ance, and he thought it called for ferious attention* He 
would not, Mr. Baker, laid, divide the Houle upon it then, 
but he hoped gentlemen would look to it carefully when it 
fhouid he before a Committee. 


tor* . Mr. Popbam rote again and faid, the bill was of thajjaa- 
Popham ture, that it could not fo properly be difcufled iii/iny other 
ftage as a Committee, becaufe it had no general principle, 
but confifted of a variety of regulations for the better pro- 
viding for the poor, the relief of parifhes from the burthpn" 

. they at prefent Jabouxed ugder on account of their main¬ 


tenance, and for ! the greater encouragement of induftry, 
fince the fpirit ot isiknefs that generally obtained at prefent, 
efpecialiy among the lower orders of the people, was clearly 
the caufe to which the increafe of paupers was to he afcnbed. 
Mr. Pophnm faid he thought it right to declare then that lie 
had himfr'If many alterations to propofe in the Committee., 
fo that the bill would come out of it a very different bill* 
Upon the report, gentlemen would fee what it was, and 
might either difeufs it then, or at the fubfequent ftages, 
when it came to be paffed. If ^ny of the regulations, it 
fhouid ffe found to -contain, (hould not meet with gentle¬ 
men’s approbation, lie would not infill upon them, as he 
was but one of the community, and ha^no more intepeft in 
the bill than any cyrher gentleman in the Mr. Pop- 

ham repeated his declara'ion, that no general principle per¬ 
vaded the bill, although it might he faid, that feme of the 
regulations, were founded on a particular principle. 

. ^ r ‘ .Mr. Jtkyll faid, lie fhouid at ail times be inclined to treat 
^ * what came from the honourable and learned gentleman with,, 
great refpefl, in common with tire reft of the Houfe, but he 


mull fo far differ from him as to declare, thought he thought 
the bill had an evident principle, fince it tended to effe® an 


innovation of the whole fvftem of our Poor Laws. Mr. 


Jekyll faid, he was aware that if the bill were to be dif- 
cuff.d, in order to pafs it, It muft be before the end of the 
next week, fince after that time the gentlemen of the pro- 
feffion to which he bad the honour to balong, would be un¬ 
able to attend the Houfe; and when a bill of fo important a 
jjature, containing fo much new matter, upon a very intereft* 
fog fuhjeA, fhouid come under difeuffion, it might naturally 
be wifhed, that the Houfe fhouid have the attendance of the 


long robe. 

The hill was ordered to be committed; and on the motion 
for fending^it to a Committee above flairs, 






ttfl 

magitefo#, hftfiooed it 
of the whole Houle. < 

It wet however Committed to a Select Committee, ill j»re- 
fent to have voices. ^ , 

Mr. Duttdat gave notice of fotae proportions' which he 
.meant to make relative to the pay of the&jropfon force kept 
wphktbe Eaft Indies, but faid lie would not enter into the 
detalrStiU^morrow. 

e t})urfda^\']ih February. 

m+Jlr Chancellor Pftt gave noticep that next Thurfday, it 
was lus intention to move forjeave to bqng in a bill for the 
Settlement of a Conftitution ofCanadf. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt alfo gave notice that to-morrow 
/e’mnght he would bring before the Hoofe, a queiliofton the 
unclaimed dividends. i 

Mr. I nnrii gave notice, that he would on Wednefday 
• bring foi w anl a motion relative to the war in India, 

He then moved—That there be laid before this Houle 
« copies of.the letters from Earl Cornwallis, Governor-Ge- 
*« neral in Council of Bengal to the Prelidency of Fort Saint 
“ George, unde' date (|ie 29th of Auguft, 9th of Septem- 
« her, 13th of November, 1789, or of fuch paragraphs 
« thereof as contain any orders or inftru&ions to that Pre- 
«* lidency lelati* to the matters in dilpute between Tippoo 
“ SukanayjJjlre Rajah of Travancorq,” 

Tr.'Moiton from the Eaft-Iadia Company attending* was 
called tn and delivered, 

“ A copy of the treaties by Sir Archibald Campbell, the 
« Nabob jof Arcot, and the Rajah of Tanjore, and the fob- 
“ fequent proceeding* thereon,’—and alfo, 

“ Copftss of the correlpotidence between the government 
“ of Bengal and Madtafs, and the Nabob of Arcot and the 
“ Rajah of Tanjore relative to the government of Jldadras, 
“ having aHiimed the management of the revenues of die 
u Carnatic and Tanjore * 

The titles were lead, and the papers ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr* Ballard moved that tbpy lhonld be printed. 4 
The Speaker was putting the quedtan, when 
Mr. Chancellor Pitt obferved that the expRnce wf print - 
ing fbeh voluminous papers would be T<fry>oo pft di Kflh lfr 
Onlefs feme teafms aft* aligned for fit* to© 0 
motion. * h * » ' * * , 

Mw&eftard laidtgpwhuld not prefo tihq prill 
they werf open, tt iJrwfoe&imt of all fop M * . 
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M>u!cr prove ftsiat all be had laid on Monday of all their con- 
tehts toas perfedllv corredt* 

Major Scott faid the papers appeared to him to be fo im¬ 
portant, that when the Members returned from the Lords, 
he would move fo* their i cing punted* 

Mr. Dundas rofe agreeable to his notice, to call the at¬ 
tention of the Houfe to the fuhjeft of a motion relative t<$. 
the number of European forces, as well the Companfr V 1 *s 
his Majefty’s troops on fervice in the Eaft lndies^hd began 
with moving that the 28th of the prefent King might be 
read. 

The material claufes of the faid a£l having been read, Ivin 
Dundas reminded the* Houfe that it was limited by ftatute 
that not more than^eight thoufahlS and odd of his Majefty’s 
troops ftiould be employed in India, and not .more than 
twelve thoufund and odd of European troops in the fervice of 
the f aft India Company. What he meant, therefore, to pro- 
pcrfe by the motion lie fhould make before he fat down, ( 
would he, a large addition of European force, but at a lefs 
expence than thepiefent eftahlifliment. In order to explain 
tins more fully, he reminded the Houfe, that during the 
late war, two Hanoverian regiments had been fent out to 
India, which being paid by the Eaft India Company, were 
fiated and confidered as a part of the twelve thou land and 
odd in the Company’s fervice. Mr. Dunyas faid the Houfe 
would recollef>, that he had hinted on lb 1 day when that 
was cymmonly tcrmdll the Indian budget was opufaiSf^that 
there were profpe&s of reducing the eftablifhment of Euro¬ 
pean force in India, and neceflarily of diminifhing the ex* 
pence. With this view, in June laft, he faid, the Com- 
miffioners for the management of Indian affairs, had fent out; 
an order to recall the two Hanoverian regiments, but that 
order had fince been fufpended in confequence of the expec¬ 
tation of a war with Spain. The proportion he meant then* 
to make w.as, to fend out an addition of artillery amounting 
only to between two and three hundred men. This rein¬ 
forcement, he faid, had been repeatedly recommended by 
Lord Cornwallis as efTentially neceflaiy. At the fame time 
Jig was free to confefs, that if thg war fhould not happen to 
Iff concluded as foon as our officers ferving in India feemed 
to think they had reafon to expedl, that fuch a flender ad¬ 
dition would prove but little ferviceable for the purpofes of 
Mrar, calculated for garrifon dutyf when the army was 
on a peace eftablifhment. The next addition he lhould pro- 
pofe, would be ninety privates to olur cavalry in India, and 
nd one he conceived would obje& tcT an addition of fifteen 
men, to each company of that moft ujfeful defeription of 
ttohps now ferving at Madras, Bengal, &c. The third pro- 

pofition 
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pofition he had to offer, was of fifteen hundred private! to 
the legiments of foot on the Madras eftabhfhment, under 
Genet al Meadows, about two hundred and twenty to thofe 
jn Bengal, and a few to Bombay, making m all, (including 
the corps of attillery, and the ninety ca\aliy, already Bated), 
an a dition of two ihoufand three hundred men. Mr. Dun- 
dis during the det ul fiat* d, that the addition to the artillery 
Vas not meant to conhft of raw lecruits, hut of men fit for 
ferview^ and m every rcfpcft as complcat as any in the pay 
of this c&V^ry either at home ti elic where. To the ninety 
cavalry, he fu«l, there would I>e only an addition of fix 
. Juba ltern officeis, ind to the reinforcements of foot no one ad- 
TUTional officer. He explained this by fluting, that at pre- 
fent the complement of tilt itgimenrs*of foot m India was 
feven hundred and fifty piivatc*; thaWdiffcrent opinions as 
to the moft proper numbet of which a legimcnt fhould con- 
fiit, had been and’ ftill weie enteituned by diffeient officers 
of acknowledged exptnence; that fomc thought each r?gi- 
. ment fliould confift of one thoufand men, others of more^ 
and others of lefs; that opinions lo oppofite coming fiom 
gentlemen of the military piofcfiion, lendeied it extremely 
difficult to make up his mind. Had officers of the de- 
fcnption, to which he^ alluded, concurred m opinion, not 
profelfing himfelf to be equally able to judge with them upon i 
the fubjeft, he fhould have held it his duty to fubfenbe to 
their opinion, irA to have come forward to the Houfe with 
a propofit'on ft 4 ped accoidingly; bu^as the fa& was, that 
fucl^nffflF^fence of fentimcnt on the fubjedi did exift, he 
felt lumftlf entultd to look at the matter in another point 
of view, and to confidei which mode was moft likely to 
fave cxpinc", without injury to the feivice. He had there- 
foie adopted the idea of adding two hundred and fifty men 
to every segimcnt, and mcieahng each to one thoufand; 
the having a regiment with a greater number of puvates be¬ 
ing univeifallv admitted to be more (Economical for an army, 
than to break the toice into corps lets m number, which ne- 
ceffarily would require an additional number of officers. 
Thele addition*, that h< had Bated, Mr. Dundas faid, were 
to Hand in pi ice of the two regiments of Hanoverians, 
orders+iavmg been alieady fcnt out foi the recall of thofe two 
regiments. With regard to the expence, Mr, Dundas faid 
he had caufed an eftimate of the charge of the Hanoverian 
regiments to he made on two grounds; one with a view to 
the expence of them in'garrifion, the other when fefVing itj. 
the field ; and he ftated the amount of each to the Houfe, 
rontiafting it with the expence of the additional number of 
Britifh troops now propofed. From thefe eftanates itap^ 
peajed, that the whole intended addition would amount to 

3 E z upwards 
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ifiti Hanoverian 
regiments cdi^at prrfedi; Jje trufted therefore that he had 
made ou$ what he had faid, when he rofe, viz. tliat the 
propofition he had to offer, wtould be for a large addition of 
European Force in the Eaft-Indies, but at a lefs expence than 
our prefent eftabliftunent there, Mr, Dundas faid his wifh 
undoubtedly moft be to have propofed a redudlion’ and a» 
«faving, rather than a fubftitute of the Hanoverianj^egi- 
nsents ; but when it was confidered that the jmifffftfion 
tame forward on the repeated recommendation brTo high an 
authority as that of Lord Cornwallis, and when the prefent 
ftate of affairs in India were alfo confidered, he trufted 
there could be no*ofjjedlion fo the motion. He concluded 
with moving for leave to bring in u A Bill to explain and 
<e amend an' Ad! fdt removing any doubt refpedling the 
€t power of the Commiflioners for the affairs in India, re- 
“ lative to the expence of raifing, trail (porting, and main- 
<e taining the troops judged neceflary for the fecurity of the 
a Britifli territories in the Eaft Indies ” • 

' Mr. Mr, Francis faid, as the matter would come under dif- 
Francis, cuffion on a future day, he lhould have an opportunity of 
. Hating whatever might occur to his mind on the fubjedt. 
At prefent^here was only one ohfer*ation that flruck hun 
as neceffary to be made. If he underftood the right honour¬ 
able and learned, gentleman corredlly, the propofed additi¬ 
onal force was to confift of Britifli troopVto he placed in 
the room of the twotHanoverian regiments\apbMM^l] e ^ i 
upon that a queftion of policy arofe exceedingly material to 
be confidered, and that was, how far it was wife to drain 
this country of Britifh forces in order to fend them to India. 

If he recollected the matter, a very different policy was in- 
lifted on when the Hanoverian regiments had been fent out. ■ 
Mr. Dunda* laid, the honourable gentleman Rad under- 
Dundas, ftppd him exadtly, but he muft know much better than he 
did, that the policy of fending out German troops at all to 
India had been much difputed; .and another thing the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman lhould recoiled!, which was, that the 
fending out the Hanoverian regiments had not been a matter 
of choice, but of neceffitv. When they were fent out, this 
country had been engaged in an *extenfive foreign war, and 
the Britifh forces were a&ually required for fervice in dif¬ 
ferent parts of the globe, fo that unlel's German troops had 
been fent to India, we could have fent none, although the 
war raged in that part of the Britifh Empire to a very great 
and alarming degree; we were therefore, as it were, com¬ 
pelled to adopt the meafure that h^d been taken. The ho¬ 
nourable gentleman mu’fl alfo know that the Hanoverian re¬ 
giments in queftion, ferved in India under a contrad! entered 
* into 
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into between the Eaft India. Company and the Ele&t of 
HanOver, which contrafl was expired;,'and the Edit India 
Company did not ehufe to renew IV, probably thinking that 
they could flrengthen their force at a lefs expence, and yet 
with more effect. 


Leave was^given to bring in the bill, 

• Major Scott laid, he roll- to move that the papers prefented M 
* from the India Houfe might be printed. They wete already 
before Yh^Houfe, and their printing was a patter of general 
conveniency>the Houfe, it was true, had determined to go 
on with the impeachment of Mr. Hailings, but by that re- 
it did not ftrike him that they were precluded from 
reconlideiing the fubjedl on father information; and there¬ 
fore if the fubjnd was not to hs regarded as wholly gone by, 
he would call the attention of the Houto to it on a future 



day. 

Mr. Dundas in reply faid, with regard to the papers now Mr. 
for the fecond time moved to be printed, he had not under- Dun&as. 
^tood that any particular directions had been given at the 
India Houfe to expedite them and have them ready to be pre¬ 
fented as lift Monday ; on the contrary, he believed Wed- 
nefday was the day on which it was expected they would 
come; and Wednefday \yas in fu£b the day after which they 
did come; it appeared therefore, that the only*wifh had 
been to ground a motion for the interruption and delay oi 
Lift Monday’s bdfinefs, on the plea, that the papers were 
not thjff. op^iv -table. If the honourable gentleman feri- 
oully meant to impeach tht* condudl of the Board of Cen¬ 
tred, of the Court of Diiedtors, or the Government of India, 
either at home or abroad, Mr. Dundas declared he would not 


only fecond his motion, but produce eveiy paper that could 

► pofiilfty he deft red ; but if he meant merely to embarrafs the 
progrels of the impeachment, by bringing queftions upon 
that fubjfcft under difeuflion in the Houle, after the Houfe iu 
the character of accufers had again fent that impeachment up 
to the Arof the Houfe of Lords, he held it to be irregular, 
and a njoft improper mode of proceeding, and therefore, on, 
that ground he would refill the production or printing of any 
papers whatever. Nothing that appeared in the papers then 
upon the table, occurred tef him to he in the fmalleft degree 
applicable to the impeachment; but if Mt. Fallings had any 

> Jeafcn to think he could derive advantage from any thing 
contained in thofe papers, he had it in his power,to'bring 
them forward in another place, where he might have the full 
benefit of their contents., 


Major Scott rofe immediately, in order to reply, .as he faid, Maj.Scptt * 
to fome extraordinary aflertions that had fallen from the i: 

light honourable gentleman. In the firii place "he declared 

I 'v upon 
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Jpufe on Miwdajvthiit 

. ^ with tlie right honourable gentle- 

Man {Mr* 4tn*. the day Ithe morion was made, he 

fcnt a' note'to ttie Ihjlh Houfe, earneftly defiririg that the 
papers might be copitof%Hh the utmoft expedition in order 
to be ready on Monday, This he did, becaufe from the 
^contents of them, he thought they wo^ld be of the utmefft- 
irtvportance in the difeuflion of what'he conceivecL^was to 
bare been, by a folemn promife, the queftior^,o#''tbat day, 
namely, th# queftion of diferetion. 1 he honourable gen- 
fleflran, (Mr. Baftard) had on. that day, moft truly ftateff^ 
the general contends of thofe papers, a fail of which 
jgehtfeman, by petuling* the papers, might be fatisfied. The 
trtfth of the ltatement was exprefsly denied by the right ho¬ 
nourable gentle,man*(Mr. Dundas) and when the honourable 
gentleman, (Mr*Baftard)not only repeated thefa£t, but pledg- 
-edhinjfclf to the Houfe and the public for the truth of it; he 
was told in plain terms, that he had been milled and unin^ 
formed, that it was a pledge he never could redeem ; here 
then the fa£t was at iflue: the proof was on the table, it 
was open to the perufal of every gentleman; and, 'the Major 
faid, that he had every reafon to believe that the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Baftard) was well founded, and ftridtly 
eorre& in every word he had uttered. The right honour¬ 
able gentleman had fcid, he would confwit to the papers 
being printbd, if a charge was to be made Vaioft the Board 
of Controul, the Dfteftors, or the GovermnWfirt##Mia— 
fuch an idea the Major faid, had never for a moment en¬ 
tered into his head; all he wanted to’ prove was, a fa£t 
eftablifhed beyond jtfifpute, and which the world knew to 
be true, that in the prefent exigency of the Company’s affairs ^ 
in India, the Government there had taken a ftey infinitely 
ftropger than arty one of thofe meafures for which Mr. Haf- 
tings had been impeached; fuch was the affertidh of the 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Baftard) on Monday night. 
The aflertion was in'the moft folemn manner denied by the 

f ht honourable gentleman, who affirmed that the pledge 
■en never could he redeemed, air hough the right honour- 
e gentleman, (Mr. Dundas) now by his filence confeffed, 
that in his ftatement, the honourable gentleman (Mr. Baftard) 
wa$ well warranted, in every word he had uttered. The Ma» 
jO<r fa\d, he thouU\ not prefs the printing the papers, fince 
;eVery member might now perufe them, aqd no doubts could 
be ^fcertaiiied of the fafl being as Mr. Baftard had Hated rt. 

Underftood the queftion of Difcretibn 


. . v laft Monday. ; \n,y more, he 

gljf' iti hw; then brai debated by tHifr honourable gentle- 
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roan himfelf. Mr. Fox added, (hat if the honourable gen-* 
tleman and hi<? friends imagined that what they wanted to 
raile a doubt upon or a debate, was Jo cWr that it was im- 
poflible lie could not bdt think to be igam callul upon to 
refute what fhey had negleQed to urge, it they imagined it 
could have been urged, when the fit occafion was m tlieir 
p&w er, was rather hard and unreafonable. 

Mr % *Ba(laid (aid, he had made a fimilar motion befoie, 
hot it had risen refitted ; that he had on Monday laft avowed 
thit Ins purpofe was, that the Houfe, befoie they pro¬ 
nounced on the queltion of proceeding with r he itnpeach- 
ir.V?fP, mi >ht fee that Lord Cornwallis and General Meadow# 
wei j a£hng m the vexy fimt maimer n<#w,Vas Mr. Hailing# 
ban Jone m a tim® ot war, tor which copdudt Mr. Haflings 
had bten impeached ; but in doing this, he had never meant 
to impute? cnminal.tj either to the Boaid of Contioul, 

Lord Cofnu illis, or General Meadows; he had, on thecon- 
trary o-prcfslv Hated tint he had no fuch intention ; all he 
w inttd vv tli it fo fmkmg a cucumft incc fhould be known. 

As thellou'c hul relohcd to go on with the impeachment, 
he thought tie occilion gone by, and when he had eitly 
tint d v .inn d for the printing the pipers he only wifhcd 
that the wl o’e might be Tan 1^ before the public f 

Mt Dun Its moved tin qucftion of adjournment) and the 
Houle adjourned a^coidingly. 

^ , Friday , 18/^? nitwit)* 

Mi. Lovcdcn give notice tint lie would on Monday next, 
make i motion ichtive to the unclaimed dividends. 

Mi. ChancJloi Pitt faid, he had already given notice of Mi Prt, 
Jhis mtentien to move for leave to bring in i bill upon the 
lubjeft of tjie unclaimed dividends next 1 riday. lie wilhed 
then foie that the honourable gfi.tleman would open the ma¬ 
ture of hiv’intended motion 

Mr. Lojchu fiid, he had not the fmalleft objeilion to Mr, 
Hate the kind of motion he meant to bring forward; it was Loved*#, 
to move for a lift of the ftockholders entitled to unclaimed 
dividcnls, upon the ground of argument that he had held 
btfoie rile holidays. « 

Adjourned. 

Monday, z\Ji February . 

Sir Cliailes Bunbury moved, that theie be laid before tln$ 
iIou r e, u Copies or extradbs of all lettcis or p ipers received 
“ from Governor Philips, giving an account of the nature 
“ and fertility of the jaiTd m and adjoining to anfy fettle* 

<e ment in New South Wales, and m Norfolk Iflind; and of 
“ the piobabJity there is of raifing any, and what provifions 

w thereon 
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. “ thereon j and <>£ tte employment an3 “behaviour of the 

“ conviAa which have Keen fent there.” 

- Colonel Colonel Tarlcto^ in a well-arranged fpeech, argued the 
Taileton. neerffity of government paying ferious attention to the ftate 
of the colony in New South Wales. The Colonel Hated, 

► that the idea of fending out convi£ls under fentencC of tranf - 
pottation to New South, Wales originated in 17S6; tlyit 
about that period his Majefty’s Minifters found it difficult to" - 
deliver the jails of the convifls with which they were 
. crowded; thatt it Was undoubtedly a wife and beneficial ac¬ 
tion to feparate the had part of the community from the 
good, but that the future profpefts of our fettlements^y7'* 
©f our colonies, «vere material objedts for the confideratiou 
of that Houfc, that in 1787 (hips failed with the convicts 
on hoard, and a detachment of troops, and perfons proper 
for the proteftion and civil government of the colony ; that 
as they had been abfeut from their native country lb Jong, 
every principle of humanity and juftice required that care 
fhotuld be taken to enquire how far the colony was in a Hat© 
of fecurity in refpe£l of fupply of provifions and other ne- 
CtiTary articles; how far it was capable of affording the 
means of fupport in future, and whether it was expedient, 
and good policy, to continue to fend more perfons to New * 
South Wales or not. in order to fticw the Hate of the co- , 
Jony when the la ft information came from New South Wales, 
the Colonel read two long extiafts of liters received from 
officers who had accompanied the prrifnn \br^ ) e pro tection 
of the colony; from thefe extracts it appeared, tfiSt the 
writers, who had on firft going out entertained fanguine ex-* 1 
- portions of the LfiUnd’s producing every thing neccffary for 
their fupport, found it not fufficicntly fertile to he capable, 
by any efforts of cultivation, to raife grain enough to fupply - 
the colony, that they were obliged to depend entirely for 
fuftcnance on provifions imported for their relief, that the 
allowance to officers weekly, was no more than two pounds 
of pork, which had been falted more than four years, two 
pounds and a half of flower, one quart; of rice, and one pint 
of peas; that notwithftanding this fcanty ration, they had 
not more than eight weeks provifions remaining when the 
* letter was written, that the Sirius, in which Governor Phi¬ 
lip had thought it arivifeable to tjanfport a certain number . 
of convicts and troops to colonize a neighbouring ifland had 
unfortunately been wrecked, and that being under the ho- 
rid profpert of periling by famine utile fa timely relieved, 
the Governor had difpatched a final 1 veffel to Batavia with 
orders to purchafe a large (hip tlieje and freight it with pro- 
vificns.and necefuries for their relief. The, writers in em- 
phatical terms lamented the deplorable profpert before them, 

cut 
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cut off as they were from all their relations and friends, and 
perfe£lly ignorant of every thing that had paffed in Europe 
fince the year 1788. After having gone through both ex¬ 
tracts, the Colonel faid, he could vouch for the authenticity 
of the papers which lie had produced, and confequentlv for 
the truth of the fafls ftaicd in them. It muft therefore, he 
obferved, feem extraordinary if his Majefty’s Minifters fliould 
Tend out more of the fubjefts of this country to a. place 
which, from what he had read to the Houfe, appeared to be 
every way fo unlit for colonization. It might, he faid, be 
expedient to try the experiment in 1788, but to repeat it now, 
militated againil every principle of humanity and juftice. 

^*1 he morion of Sir Chailes K^inbury was put and agreed to. 

Mr. Francis rofe merely to lay, tha£ th\j motion which he 
had laft week given notice that he fhpuld make upon the 
Fall India papers next Wcdnefday, would not be made be¬ 
fore Monday next. 

Mr. Duiulas having moved that the bill to remove doubts 
a rclpe£ling troops lint to the Enft-Indies, be lead a fccond 
time, 

Mr. Francis faid, he would not then go into the policy 
of the queftion how far it was wife and expedient to recall 
from India German troops, which had been employed there 
for the defence and protection of our poflWlions, and to replace 
them with Britifh forces; that queftion, though a very im- 
poi tan tone, was ijot, he was aware, at that time properly before 
the Houfe ; but the end of the bill was to bring away two 
IIan<p^PS*nr?r'ltgimcnts, and to replace them by an eqn.il 
number of J>i irifh troops, at foinething about the fame cx- 
pence, he could not think the meafure a wife one. If the 
Avar in India was lo nearly at an end as fome gentlemen on 
| the other 4 ide of the Houfe feeined to apprehend, w T liy fend 
out any mpre troops at all ? Or if troops were aflu.dly ne- 
ceffary, why not keep the German tloops in India that 
were there, and not drain this country of her forces, which 
might be; wanted? The right honourable gentleman had 
dated, that the expence of rite llniifh troops which were to 
be lent out under the authority of the bill, would bt: rather 
lefs than more, than the Hanoverian icgimcats had eofi us hi¬ 
therto* In point of pay. Che argument, Mr. Funds laid, 
might be cor reft ; but rive was another expence which 
ought to be taken into the coni! deration, nnd % thal was the 
expence of tranfpor:mg th tloops to and fro That fureiy 
muft be material, and might be fa veil by letting the Hano¬ 
verian regiments remain where they were. Another cir- 
tumflance, Mr. Francis observed, ought to be iccollecled, 
and that when recruits vfere lent out to India, many of them 
would fufler on their voyage, and uie before t!icy got over, 
Vol. XXVIII, 3 F cxclufive 
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excluGve of the effe£l of the climate on their arrival) whereas 
the Hanoverian regiments already there Were matured to it 
and to the nature of the fervice. There was, he was aware* 
one objection, and that was, that the Hanoverian regiments 
ferved under a contrail between the Eaft India Company and 
the Eledtor of Hanover, and that contrail was expired or 
Hear expiring, but he did not fuppofe there could be any dif¬ 
ficulty in getting it renewed. Upon all thefe confiderations* 
t Mr. Francis faid, he could not think the recall of the Hano¬ 
verian regiments, and fending out the propofed number of 
Britifli troops, a proof of ceconomy. ' 

Dun- Mr. Dundas agreed with the honourable gentleman, that 
is. it would be more defirable during an exifting war, to m** 0 * 
ploy the troops ufad £0 the (Simate and the fervice in India* 
rather than to fend out others, who had never been in that 
country; but the honourable gentleman was in an error, if 
he thought that the troops about to he fent out were raw 
recruits. They were not fo by any means, but perfons 
who had been in the fervice fome time, and were as fit for 
fervice as any foldiers could be luppofed to be, who had not* 
been in India before. There was however one reafon for 
fending them, which he conceived uuift convince the honour¬ 
able gentleman of the propriety of the mcafure, and that 
was this: # the Hanoverian regiments now in India were re¬ 
duced, and diminiflied in numbers aim oft the one half; if 
therefore the number of Britifli troops pronofed to be fent, 
were not fent out, others mull go to reciuit and complete 
the Hanoverian regiments. At prefent wepwyAr tw^Ha- 
noverian regiments, and had not more than the fervice of 
one of them, as they could not turn out more than one 
thoufand men. By the plan propofed under the hill, there 
would be this difference of expence; excepting a fiiw officers 
of cavalry, the recruits fent out would be incorporated into 1 
the Britifh regiments now in India, without tfie appoint¬ 
ment or expence of a Angle additional officer; whereas at 
prefent we were at the expence of paying the officers of two 
regiments of Hanoverians, confifiing of no more privates 
than would form one. In regard to the expence of fending 
out the additional numher of Britifli troops, the honourable 
gentleman well knew that this was nearly the time that the 
Company’s fliips failed, and therefore the troops might be 
diftributed on hoard of them, and thus their paflage would 
coft the mere expente of their provifion, and create but a 
fmall charge to the Company, compared to the expence that 
would attend their being fent out in any other way. The 
more therefore that the honourable gentleman confiJered the 
ibeafirre, Mr. Dundas laid, he was perfuaded Mr. Francis 

would 
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would find it to be founded in good policy, and the ftrifteft 
ceconomy. 

The bill was read a fecond time and committed for to¬ 
morrow. 

Mr. Fox now rofe and faid, that he felt fome difficulty in Mr Fox 
giving notice of two queflions relative to law, which he • * 

# nieant to bring forward in the courfe of the prefent feflion, m 
he fhould wifh to have the afliftance of the gentlemen of the 
long robe. underllood that the Circuits began next 
week, and therefore he would thank any gentleman of the 
learned profeffion who would let him know when the longeft 
Ciffcuit might be expected o ^ over. Mr. Fox declared he 
had not quite fettled in his own mind ifi wViat form he fhould 
bring on his queftions, but had not tlle*fmallefl objeftion to 
ftate, that one of them would be with refpeft to the con- 
duft of the Court of King’s Bench in giving judgement and 
fentence upon libels, and the other relative to informations 
Jlt\ the nature of £>uo IVarranios . As he was advifed at pre¬ 
fent, he believed the proper mode would be, in one cafe, tQ 
move to refer the queftion to the confideration of their grand 
Committee of juftice, and to move the other in the Houfe. 

Mr. Fox faid, he had plainly Hated the nature of his two 
objects, in order that it might not be thought tTiat he had 
any intention to take the Houfe by furprize. 

Mr. Jekyll Hated when the Northern Circuit would end, 
and referred to Mr. Mitford for information when the 
WelkWwolLild commence and concluae, which Mr. Mit¬ 


ford having communicated, 

Mr. Fox gave notice for Wednefday next, the 6th of 
April. 

t Mr. F&x alked Mr. Chancellor Pitt if he meant to take p ox 
any meafur$ with refpeft to the expiration of the Eaft: India 
Company’s Charter in the courfe of the prelent feflion. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, he certainly fhould give notice Mr. Pitt, 
to the Eaft India Company agreeable to the direftions of the 
# aft of Parliament in the courfe of the prefent feflion, becayfe, 
although the prefent ftate of the Company’s affairs were 
fuch, as in his mind rendered it unwife and improper to 
make miy alteration this feflion, the public ought not to lofe 
the advantage that refulted to them fiom the occafion. 

Mr. Mitford rofe in conformity to the notice^ie had given 
the preceding week, to move for leave to bring in a bill for 
the relief of perfons calling themfelves protefting Roman 
Catholics, under certain conditions and reftriftions. Mr. 

Mitford. lamented that it had fallen to the lot of a perfon fo 
incapable of doing the fubjeft juftice, as he confefled himfelf 
to be, to bring before the Houfe a motion of fuch import¬ 
ance ; but as die duty had been prelied upon him, he would 
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endeavour to difcharge it as well as his abilities would allow? 
and he trufted he ihould be favoured with the indulgence of 
the Houfe: having thus befpoke their favourable attention, 
Mr. Mitford proceeded to open the grounds on which he 
refled his motion. He faid, it was well known there was 
great feverity in the laws now fubfifting againft perfons pro- 
fefling the Roman Catholic religion, but the extent of that 
1 feverity was not equally known. In a book which was in 
almoft every gentleman’s hands, vi/i. Bum’s Eccleliallical 
Law, no Id's than feventy pages were occupied” with an enu¬ 
meration of the Penal Statutes ftill in foice again/! Roman 
Catholics, and extracts from moil of thole flatutes were#ifo " 
to be feen in Bufln’^Juflice*; the prefent reign was, Mr. 
Mitford laid, the only one (the fliort reign of James the 
Second excepted) lincc: the reign of Elizabeth, in which fome 
additional feverity again ft Roman Catholics had not been 
put upon the Statute Book ; and many of the moft fevere of 
thofe Afls were in an cfpecial manner direfted againft the 
Roman Catholic Cleigy. Mr. Mitford enumerated a va- 5 
riety of thefe ftatutes to Ihevv that Papift Priefts were guilty 
of high treafon, and would fuffer death for offences in their 
nature trivial, Inch as perfuadmg others to be of the Roman 
Catholic Religion, &c. &c. &c. After going through a lift 
of thefe fanguinary laws againft the Roman Catholic Clergy, 
Mr. Mitford obferved upon the cruelty and inhumanity of 
perfecuting men for adring according to their confcitiues, 
and profefling a religion winch they li d received fraiQ tlieir 
anceftors. He nex:t ftated the hardfliips under whicTi the 
Roman Catholic Laity wera placed, d“c!armg that although 
the eighteentli of the prefent King had given them fome re¬ 
lief, it by no means went far enough. He recited tlie pe¬ 
nalties to which the Lay Catholics were liable for hearing 1 
mafs, for not going to church, and for various other of¬ 
fences, and after a circumftantial detail on this part of his 
lubjeft, reminded the Houfc, that at the time thefe very fe¬ 
vere laws commenced. Queen Elizaveta had been cxcom- . 
immicatedby the Pope, and her fubjects ahfolved from their 
allegiance, tint therefore tin; laws again ft Roman Catholics 
were di&atcd with a Ipirir of refentment to winch their fe¬ 
verity was chiefly to he afciibeJ. I ]c drfeanted on the pri¬ 
macy of the Pope, which had, he laid originally been held 
to be merely Spiritual, hut that it had afterwards enabled the 
Pope to interfere in temporal affairs. That Henry the 
Eighth took away this fpiritual crown from the head of the 
Pope, and placed it on his own. After commenting on this 
and oth"T relative fa efts, and Hating the various oaths of 
fupremney that had from time to time been deviled, Mr. 
Mitford faid ; the relief that he Ihould propofe for the pro- 

tclting 
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telling Roman Catholics, would be a bill fimilar to*that 
which had pafled in Ireland for the relief of the Roman Ca¬ 
tholics there lbme years fince; and as no ill confequences 
had been found to refult from it ki a country where the Ro¬ 
man Catholics were fo much more numerous than they wne 
in this, he ftiould hope the Houfe would fee no impropriety 
jn the proportion. He reminded the Houfe of the indul¬ 
gence that had of late years been fliewn to Proteftants in 
Roman Catholic countries, and particularly in France by an 
edict of the pro fen t King long before the late Revolution; he 
could not therefore imagine that the Iloufe would be lefs 
liberal to thofe who were known and acknowledged to be as 
loyal fubjefts, and as faithfully attached to the Sovereign on 
the throne, and the government of tne country as fuhje&s 
of any ©thev defeription whatever. M*. Mitford concluded 
with moving, iC That leave he given to bring in a bill to re- 
’ “ lieve, upon condition and under reftriftions, peifons cahed 
4C protefting Catholic Diflcnters, from certain penalties and 
mCi disabilities to which Papifts, or pci Tons profeifing the 
u Popifh religion, are by law rubied!.” 

The Speaker ftated from the chair, that according to the 
orders of the Houfe no queftion could he put afledling the 
Religion of the Country, before it had been referred to a 
Committee of the whole Houfe, the next motion therefore 
muft he tc that this queftion be referred to the conlideration 
of a Committee of the whole Houfe.” 

Mr. IF)ndham rofe to fecond the rgotion, and began a 
cloffiy rcafoned logical argument with declaring, that if the 
learned gentleman who had made the motion, had felt it ne- 
ceflary to apologize for its having fallen upon him to bring it 
forward, a it was much more incumbent upon him (Mr. 
Wyndbam) to lament that it had been put into fuch weak 
hands as his to fecond ; that being the cafe, however, he faid, 
lie would not attempt to go at large- into the fubjecl, but 
would fpeak only fimply and fhortly upon a queftion which 
the mere-dictates of humanity and juftice would, he trufted, 
fufficiently imprefs upon the minds of all prefent. Mr. 
Wyndbam faid, it appeared to him that there were but two 
principles that could juftify laws of coercion, and penalty 
upon perfons on account of their religious opinion: the one 
was, on the ground that their opinions were falfe and erro¬ 
neous, and of ill confluence to their futureTfalvation, and 
tlint therefore for their fakes it was neceflary to extirpate 
fuch opinions and prevent their fpreading; the other was, 
that their principles arifing from their religious opinions 
were calculated to malgs them had citizens, and dangerous 
fuhje&s, and therefore the fafety of the ftate required that 
they (hould be made the objects of very feveie and harfh 

laws. 



* 


Mr. 
Wv nd¬ 
ham. 



406 


PARLIAMENTARY A. 1791. 

hwi. Mr. Wyndham fhewed the difference of afting upon 
thefe two principles; in the one fenfe, he faid, the aft he 
did might properly be termed perfecution, in the other it 
was a very different thing. In the fenfe of the firft of thefe 
principles perfecution feeiued lb exploded, that it was to be 
confidered as entirely out of the world. In jullitication of 
the other principle, it had been long the language that fuch 
1 Jaws weiC necefiarv to guai.l againli the dangerous praftices 
of the Romm Catholics towards the luhverllon of the go¬ 
vernment, and the introduction of arbitary power; but 
however much they might like to charge thofe praftices on 
the Roman Catholic*, Mr. Wyndham declared he did mot 
believe that hiftory^vould fear them out in the faft. It 
might be faid, that the Roman Catholics had (hewn more of 
tyranny and oppreflffon than we had ; but then it bught to 
be confidered that power had been longer in their hands than 
in curs. Mr. Wyndham remarked, that there were p^rfons 
of no mean authority, who contended that religious opinion 
ought not to exclude men from civil offices, and they* 
founded a good deal of their argument on the principle of 
the unlawfulnefs of religious eliabliihments. He here ad¬ 
verted to the great extent to which Mr. Fox had carried this 
principle, t in his argument on the repeal of the Tell Aft, 
when by tire force of his genius he had placed it in a veiy 
finking point of view. He declared that it had nevertheleis 
bad no effeft on thofe who had made up their minds on the 
other fide of the c|»efiion. For his parr, Mr. Wyncjham 
faid, he was not one of thofe who did not think it the duty 
of a good government to look to the religious prejudices of 
the fubjefts; lie therefore could not agree with his light ho¬ 
nourable friend to the extent that he had carried Jiis argu¬ 
ment, but nine times out of ten he could agree to the fame 
conferences for different reafons. His idea was, that no 
more could be jollified againll Roman Catholics than the 
Htate abfolutdy required, nor did lie fee the difference be¬ 
tween them and Diffeuiers of other dHciiptions. 'i hey did 1 
not afk to be admired to places of power and null, but to 
live in a free and enlightened country, exempted from the 
fevere penalties imputed by laws, # which were by connivance 
evaded, aid which for rhat very real on ought not to he fuf- 
Jered to dffgrace the Statute Hook. Mr. W yndham rea- 
foned upon th£ degree of danger that was to be dreaded from 
the R<j:uan Catholics, and laid, that in all cafes of danger 
tline were two things to be confidered, viz. the will of thofe 
from whom danger w.»s appn bended, and the power they 
poffiffid to t »cut ,j , whatever might be thought, it was 
their will u fX'cnrc if they could In this point of view 
did the Catiioiv> ap^rar formidable 3 Let tliem look at the 
2 genera I 



A. 1791. J> B B A T E S. \ 

general ftate of Roman Catholic countries throughout Eu¬ 
rope, Did any man at that day dread the great power of 
the Pope ? In countries naturally fuhjeft to him, he did not 
£11 men’s minds with that idea of the plenitude of his power, 
that would induce an apprehenfion that it Would break its 
bounds, and rufti through all Europe, In fad, it was now 
confidered as a mere fpe&re, fit to frighten in the dark, buf 
which vanifhed before the fight of reafon and of knowledge; 
and therefore it was in the Lift degree abfurd to talk of dread¬ 
ing danger from Popery, under the prefent circumftances. 
Mr. Wyndham took notice of the opinion that had formerly 
obtained, that a Roman Catholic’s taking an oath was of no 
avail, becaufe the Pope would jyant him a difpenfation, and 
abfolve him from it. He fhewed the folly^tnd fallacy of this 
way of thinking, by reminding the Houle that a Catholic 
Peer wotltKno^take his feat in the Houle of Lords, when he 
might cjoi* by taking an oath, but his confcience would not 
'*’*pern\ibhim to fo it. He alfo mentioned the variety of oc- 
cafions on whiclT ^Catholics were believed on their oaths in 
other cafes, and faid, the Pope could grant a difpenfation to 
Roman Catholics, but he could not abfolve them from cuf- 



tom, from their feelings and a fenfe of honour, from the 
blood ru/hing to their face, and from hlufhing and trembling 
with fliame at the idea of taking an oath to eftaMifh a vile 
falftiood. In fhort, Mr. Wyndham declared, he had already 
faid more than he meant to fay, and more than was neceflary 
upon the fuhjeft, he would therefore conclude with "giving 
his njpft hearty affent to the motion. * 

Mr. Stanley (member for Lanca(hire) rofe to declare his Mr. 
entire concurrence to the motion, and the fatisfadlion he felt, sttnle**. 
that it had been brought forward, and the hopes it afforded 
that the rigour of our laws againft Roman Catholics might 
# no longer ijain the national character. Mr. Stanley laid he 
feldora prefumed to give his opinion upon any fubjici bdur* 
the Houfe* but as it was his lot to live in a pan of the coun¬ 
try where Roman Catholics were extremely numerous, and 
•as he had refided long among them, he had been a witnefs of 
their conduct for many years, and could take upon him to 
fay, that more loyal fubjefts, or perfuns whowiftied better 
to the family on the Thionq. and to the quiet and fafety of 
the Government, did not exift of any dda ijnim, or in any 
part of the kingdom. This declaration, Mr..Stanley faid, 
he thought it a duty he owed to them and to himfclf to make, 
as a friend to the civil and religious rights of mankind. He 
repeated his fatisfa&ion in the motion, which he faid ihould 
have his fupportr 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt fa£l they had heard more, in his opi- pi«. 
nion, than need to have been faid, and at any rate they had 

heard 
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heard enough to induce the Htiufe to be unanimous in re¬ 
ceiving the bill, and giving it their moft: ferious and delibe¬ 
rate confederation. But as the Speaker had very properly re¬ 
minded them that the queftion mull be referred to the con- 
lideration of a Committee of the whole Houfe, which muft 
be on a different day from w’.ich it had been propofed, he 
thought it wholly unneceffary, and indeed irregular to do 
9 more than to concur unanimoufly in taking that ftep. • 
Fox. Mr. Fox faid, he felt it abfolutely neceflary to fay a word 
or two, to fhew that there was not that unanimity on the 
fubjeft which the right honourable gentleman anticipated. 
The objedlion however which he had to the bill propofed, 
was not in regard to what if r did go to, but to what it did 
not go to, for in /is Opinion it by no means went far enough. 
The honourable gentleman who had fpoken fecond in the de¬ 
bate, Mr. Fox obferved, had gone over the giiiefai 1 grounds 
of toleration; his own ideas upon the fuhjeCt^^re well^ 
known ; he differed from his honourable fr^nd in fewwil of 
the principles that he had laid down, his fentiment 
that the State had no right to enquire into the opinions of 
people either political or religious; in his mind they had a 
right only to take cognizance of their adlions. He would 
contend that the Chriftian religion was not adapted to ours, 
or to any Yorm of Government, but to all, but that the re¬ 
ligious eftablifhment of any country was to be governed not 
fo much with regard to the purity of the precepts and truth 
of a religion, as witj? a view to that fort of religion which 
was moft likely to inculcate morality and religion the 
minds of the majority of its inhabitants, and this opi¬ 
nion was proved by the Statutes which had palled, making 
one fort of eftablifhment of the north divifion of the king¬ 
dom, and another fort of religion the eftablifhment of the 
fouth. His honourable fiiend, Mr. Fox laid, had declared 
that he did not agree with him in his argument on the re¬ 
peal of the Teft A&, but that in nme cafes out of ten he 
could agree in the conferences that lie (Mr. fox) had in¬ 
ferred from his argument, though from a different rcafon, * 
and that he could undertake to fuftain thofe confluences. 
Mr. Fox faid, there was no rule fo general to which there 
might not be an exception; but he thought he was warranted 
to maintain that he was righr, and had laid down the rule 
correbfly, b^aufe it was fair to fay that the nine cafes made 
the rule and that the tenth was the exception. The honour¬ 
able and learned gentleman had very ably, and, he believed, 
very correctly, exhibited a lift of thofe bloody, fanguinary, 
horrible laws which are a difgrace to our flatute books ; he 
was (Mr. Fox) for repealing thofe 1 bloody laws, not to any 
perfons excluGvely, but to the Roman Catholics of every 

defcriptian, 
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not give his vote for fetid trig the motion to a Committee 
without its being made genera}, fiacaufe there was no fet of 
men, who on account of their religious principles ought to 
be fubjeft to be tried for high treafon, and to incur the pe¬ 
nalty of dtath. Having faid fo much of thofe Rpman Ca¬ 
tholics who did not proteft, Mr. Fox declared, he could not 
agree with the provisions of the Ijill for tliofe who did pro- 1 
teft; becaufe, if the proteftors were lincere in their protefta^ 
tions, they were as good fubje&s as any who fat in that 
Houfe. He would afk upon what principle was a Catholic 
peer not to enter the Houfe of Lords, or a Catholic gentle¬ 
man not to enter the Houfe of Commons, but upon the prin¬ 
ciple that what they protcftdB againft wns imputed to them? 

Mr. Fox ft a ted, that fuch perfection a f tid oppreffion upon 
the rwieril riminri of religious opihion, prevailed (n no 
counmi^huttairs. In all the King of Pntffia’s dominions 
nni^lrial tolAlien obtained; in the United States of Hol- 
Jhfnd there w!^ univeifal toleration, and he was fure in 
i ranee rheie was univerfal toleration; fo that in four great 
Kmpires, all of different conftitutions, univerfal toleration 
piev.uled What could be the reafon of this f Would it be 
laid that Pruffia was too little monarchial for a monarchy, or 
Holland was too little anftociaticalforan anftocvacy, or that 
liberty was not lufficiently extended to fatisfy the friends of 
freedom in Fiance or in America ? And yet though toleration 
was given full fcope to m a monarchical, an anftocrajical 
Government, and two democracies : tfhder our conftitution, 
boaftin gof its fuperioi excellence of each of the three forms of 
government, toleu tjon was to he nariowed and confined in 
lhackles difgraceful to humanity. Mr. Fox reprobated the 
idea, and though he declared he was glad the bill was pro- 
pofed, as he was fo much in love with toleration, that lie 
would fooner accept the bill than rejefl it, if it was all the 
toleration that could^be had, and was to be confideied as the 
beft compromife that could be made, yet he could not but 
think fuch a compromife iliameful in the higheft degree* 

When the proper time came, Mr. Fox faid he (hould mpve 
to leave the word “ protefting w out of the title of the bill, 
and when it (hould arrive at a Committee, he would move 
fome amendments, thougn he would not divide the Com¬ 
mittee if he were to find their ftnfe was againft him. f 

Mr. Chancellor PtU faid, lie was forry to'have occafion Mr. Pitt* 
to fay a fingle word after having fpoken already, but if lie 
was ever fo difpofed to create a debate, that was not the mo¬ 
ment to do fo, after it had been known, that the queftipn 
muft be referred to the Confideration of a Committee of the 
whole Houfe; as far as a general wifh that the bill (hould 
Vol. XXVIII. 3 G be 
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Alfred, and bis reafon for thinking it would be unanfrnoufly 
agreed to, was on very different grounds from thofe dated 
,by the honourable gentleman who feconded the original 
quedion, wit hw hole principle as opened in his fpeech, he 
could not agree; and much lefs could he adopt the princi¬ 
ples dated by the right honourable gentleman who fpoke 
lad, which had been refuted when the motion for the repeal 
<v of the Ted A& had beeb negatived by fo large a majority of 
that Houfe in the lad feffion of Parliament. He had him- 




felf at that time dated the grounds of his fentiments on the 
fubjefl:, to every one of which he mod firmly adhered. 

The Aanding order relative to Religion 1772; being read, 
the quedion was nut 5< “ thntathis queftion be referred to the 
Committee of the whole Houfe.” Agieed to nm. 

The Committee to meet on Tuefday the firlj March. 

Aimed the whole of the Oppofition left Vfe i£jnuf* as loon 
'as the above bufinefs was over. Mr. Lovedli therefore was" 
obliged to defer his intended motion, through goadeu to 
bring it forward by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, wfitf 
feemed to enjoy the defertion of thofe who had filled the 
oppofite fide of the Houfe. 

Mr. Daniel Parker Coke, from the Seleft Committee, 
who were appointed to try and determine the merits of the 
petition oV Sir James Laroche, Baronet, and John Sullivan, 
Efq; and alfo, the petition of John Pomeroy, Efq; Jofeph 
Edyvean, gentleman, William Hamley, fuigeon, Thomas 
Flamank, gentleman, Philip Deacon, gentleman, and Sa¬ 
muel Spiller, fadler, of the borough of Bodmin, ii? tbs 
county of Cornwall, being perfons who had a right to vote 
at the lad election of burgefles to ferve in pailiament for the 
faid borough, on behalf of themfelves, and others* who were 
at the faid election lawful electors for the faid borough, fe¬ 
ver ally complaining of an undue election and return for the 
faid borough, informed the Houfe, that the faid Select Com¬ 
mittee have determined, 

That Sir John Morfhead, Baronet, is duly elefted a bur- 
** gefs to ferve in the prefcnt parliament for the borough ; of 
Bodmin, in the county of Cornwall; 

And alfo, that the faid Seleft Committee have deter- 
minened, ' * 

That Roger Wilbrnham, Efq; is duly defied a hurgefs-to 
ferve in tbis^refent parliament for the faid borough; 

Ahfl alfo, that the faid Seleft Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That the petition of the faid Sir James Laroche, Baronet, 
and John Sullivan, Efq; did appeal to the faid Seleft Com¬ 
mittee to be frivolous and vexatious; 

And 
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mined, * 

That the Petition of the laid John Pomeroy, Efq; Tofeph. 
Edyvean, gentleman, William Hamley, furgeon, Tnomas 
Flamank, gentleman, Philip Deacon, gentleman, anil Sa¬ 
muel Spillfer, fadler,. did appear to the %id 4 deleft Committee 
• to be frivolous and' vexatious ; 

And alfo, that the faid' Seleft Committee h^ve deter- • 
mined, 

That the* oppofition of the faid Sir John Morfhead, 
Baronet, to the faid feveral petitions did not appear to the 
faid Seleft Committee to he frivolous or Vexatious ; 

And alfo, that the faid* Seleft Committee have deter¬ 
mined, - 6 

Thagg^gppofition of the faid Rbger Wilbraham, Efq* 
to thJB^^peral petitions did not appear to the faid Seleft 
Committee tmbe frivolous or vexatious. 

^^And the fan^determinations were ordered to be entered 
in the Journals of this Houle. 

Adjourned. 


5 Tucfdayy 22 d February • 



Mr. D. P. Coke obferved, that feventy-five numbers Were Mr.D.P^ 
at this time chained to the oar, and all the clerks occupied, Cqfce. 4 
by the fevcral Committees now fitting; he fubmitted it <■ 
therefore to the confideration of the Houfe, whether it would 5 

not be better to adjourn all the Committees which were next 
to%e ^balloted for, for a week, than fubjeft Mr. Grenville's 
bill, which they had all felt the good effefts of, to be dif- 
graced. If a contrary conduft were purfued, Mr. Coke 
ipud, the next Committee, if the Houfe ihould be made on 
Ifhurfday (which he fhould greatly doubt the chance of) 
would find a difficulty in procuring either counfel or clerk 
to officiate. In order to aft fairly by thofe concerned, Mr. 

Coke declared he had fpoken to the gentlemen interefted in 
the firft petition, the Committee upon which was next to be 
balloted for,' and upon Rating to them the grounds of the 
propofition he meant to offer to the Houfe, they had de¬ 
clared they had no fort of objeftion* Mr. Coke was about 
to move that every elefti&n Committee that remained to be 
balloted for, .be put off for a week, when, 

The Speaker fubmitted it to the honouf^ble gentleman, 
whether it would not be more advifeable for him to fufpend 
his motion till there was a fuller attendance. 

Mr. Coke’acquiefced. 

The order of the day having been read for the Houfe* to re- 
(ojv? itfclf into a Committee on. the Mutiny bill* thequef- 

3 G s turn 
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$ tion Was gtkVand the Speaker left the chair, Mr. Hobart 


took his feat at the table. 


4 lr. Fox# Mr. Fox then rofe, and laid, he really had not been aware 
1 that the mutiny bill was to come under confederation that 

day, or he would have given notice of bis intention to pro- 
pofe an alteration which he had been defired by his confti- 
tuents to fubmit to the conlideration of the Committee.— 


What he alluded to, Mr. Fox faid, referred to the part of 
the bill that related to quartering folditrs. His conftituents 
had ftated to him, that the praftice under that part of the 
bill was the fource of great oppieffion, and, as they thought, 
injuftice, in a particular cale, which was that of keepers of 
livery ftables, who were not keepers of public houfes. There 
were,-Mr. Fox faid, many livery ftable keepers who did not 
keep public houfes, but whofe dwellings weie as pri'^jte, in 
every fenfe of the word, as the dwellings of airtfFh'ufJ >cr of 
that Houfe, and according to the words of the tx t, pubh^ans 
only were defcribed, as liable to have fohlieci? billeted upo.^ 
them. The billet itfelf ran in thefe words/ “ Whereas you ^ 
fell fpirituous liquors, &c.” The fafl: was, that perfons ot 
the defcription that he had ftated, fold no fpirituous liquors, 
and not having room in their own family, were put into this 
extraordinary fituation, either to lodge the foldiers billeted 
on them in their ftables, or to hiie lodgings for them; and 
ftables, undoubtedly, not being fit fot the lodging ot toldiers, 
the livery liable keepers were neceffarily obliged to hire lodg¬ 
ings for them. Mr. hox faid, the cafe, he undeiflood, had 
once been referred to the Magiftrates, and they had decided, 
that livery liable keepers, who did not keep public houfes, 
came within the meaning of the a£l. This appeared to him, 
for the reafons he had ftated, to be rather an extraordinary 
decifion; and as the billet in this inftance bore a falfehood 
on the face of it, he fhould certainly hold it his duty to pro- 
pofe fome alteration, when the Committee came to the claufe 
in queftion. 

jg Secretary The Secretary at War hoped the right honourable gentle- 
j^«t War. man would give him credit, when he allured him that he had 
“ never heard any thing of the obje&ion before that moment. 

Had he heard of it, he certainly Ihould have been ready to 
have endeavoured to fee if it could not be remedied ; hither¬ 
to, he had imagined the Magiftrates, who had fo long aded 
under the authority of the mutiny bill, perfeftly underftood 
it, and had therefore a£ted properly. He acknowledged, 
however, that there appeared to him to be a great deal of rea- 
fon in the fuggeftion of the right honourable gentleman, hut 
the beft way, he believed, would be, tp fuffer tlie Committee 
to proceed with lifting up the blink**, and upon the report, 

proper 
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proper words might beproppfed to meet the objeftiofl, and 
remove it. 

Mr. Fox rofe again, merely to ftate, that he had not the Mr. Foi, 
fmalleft intention to impute any blame to the honourable 
Baronet, and that the only reafon of his not ftating his ob¬ 
jection before was, that he really had not been aware that the 
mutiny bill was to come on that day. He had afeed when 
it was to be brought forward, but had neither received any 
precite anfwer, nor obferved it* among the orders of the 
Houfe. He, however, very readily.acceded to the honoui*. 
able Baronet’s proportion. 

The Committee proceeded to go through the bill, after 
which Colonel litzpatrick gave notice that he fhould move 
an amendment on the report. • 

The bilL^tas ordered to be reported on Friday. 

Mr. jJ MH B^rofe again, and fuggefted the propriety Mi. D.P. 
'jnd conymence^ adjourning the ballots for all Eleftion Coke. ^ 
CoMSmees for a wjeek. ftating the reafons which he had 
berore aligned, andprofc fling that his principal motive was 
hid reipeft for Mr. Grenville’s aft, and hi* confequent wifh 
that it fliould not be diigraced by the failure of a Houfe com«- 
petent to proceed to the ballot of another Committee, in ad¬ 
dition to the five already fitting, not one of wjiich wete 
likely to make their leport in les than* a week. iHe con¬ 
cluded with moving, 

“ That the feveral orders for taking into confideration the 
<c feveral petitions complaining of unduf eleftions and re- 
“ turtis, be feverally poftponed for a week beyond the days 
“ on which the faid petitions are now ordered to be taken 
“ into confideration.” 

Mr, Chancellor Pitt declared, he could not give his confent Mr. Pitt, 
tv> the motion. He had not found any caufe to apprehend 
that the inefeafe of the number of Committees would create 
fo much difficulty as to render the ballot for another imprac¬ 
ticable. The honourable gentleman, he obferved, profefled 
jnuch refpeft for Mr. Grenville’s bill; but the motion he had 
propofed appeared to him to be peifeftly inconfiftent with the 
principle of the bill, which was calculated to meet fuch diffi¬ 
culties, and therefoie he thought, if the motion were to 
pafs, it would be deviating fj€m the principle of the bill, the 
advantage of which they all felt and acknowledged. 

The motion was put, and negatived. V 

Mr. Loveden faid, that gentlemen, whom he ujen faw in Mr. 
their places, had been particularly prefling upon him to bring Loveden, 
forward bis motion the preceding day, when his friends were 
abfent; he felt it his dufy, therefore, to declare, that he 
was then ready to make the motion which he had on a for¬ 
mer 
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jMfr. Fox. 


Lord 

Sheffield. 
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njer- day Intended t© bring forward, for a lift of the names of 
perfons entitled to the unclaimed dividends. » 

Mr. Chancellor Pi it declared, that he had been one of the 
moft forward to urge the honourable gentleman to make his 
motion the preceding day, for the fake of avoiding vmnecef- 
fary delay A« making it then, when the order of the day 
had been moved for, would create de'ay, he objeded to the 
honourable gentleman’s opening his motion until the order of 
the day was difpofed of. 

♦Mr. Fox imagining that Mr. Pjtt had meant that it would 
he irregular in the honourable gentleman to infift on his mo- , 
tion after the order of the day had been read, ©bfcrved, that 
the honourable gentleman fhight oppofe the order, and af 
terwards make his motion. 

Mr* Pitt declared he had neve queflionedth*-' *ularity of 
©ppofing the order of the clay being read. 

Mr. S. 1 hornton intimated that the iVvik Direlgprs haT 
no fort of obje&ion to the motion. / \ 

The motion on the order of the day was then put, for The 
Houfe to lefolve itfdf into a Committee of the whole Houle, 
op the Com Bill. 

Mr. Loveden refitted the motion. 

The^foufe immediately divided upon the motion, for the 
order of the day. 

Ayes, 81; Noes, 60. Majority 2T, 

Mr. Loveden then gave notice that he lhould move for the 
IS ft on Friday. «* 

Mr. Rydtr moved an inftru£Fon to the Committee, in 
fubftaiKP, “ that they be defiled to make piovifion, under 
ce certain conditions and reftruflions, for the importation of 
** corn, ground and unground, from Ireland, and from His 
u Majcfly’s American colonies, upon a lower duty than 
u from other countiies." Ordered. 

Mr. Ryder then pioved, u That the Speaker leave the 
? chair.” 

Lord Sheffield rofe after Mr. Ryder, and fiid, although he 
did not mean to ohjefil to the Speaker’s leaving the chair, it 
might he neceflhry to fay a few words prevous to the hill’s 
going to a Committee. H| had neither the talent which 
jlbould enable him, nor the diVpofitirn, to take up the time 
of the Houfe, he fhouM confine himfelf therefore to a few 
obfervationtf, in the hope that thofe who were more capable 
would enlarge on the weighty matters which were the ob- 
jeiSls of the bill. Hefaid they were apt to fuppofe every bill 
in which they took part, to be of greater confequence than 
any other. Hefcrioufly believed that the hill which was 
t^ren before ttie Houfe, w$$ not inferior in importance to 



any whateve*. If* bad prindflfe was adopted, fhe cohfc- 
quence muft be very alaroimg, He was lorry to fay art 
extreme bad principle ran through the bill, excluiiveof many 
Very objectionable pa its of the detail. He did not mean to 
impute the whole blame to the framers of the prelent bill, far 
Ids did he mean to cenfure the prelent moie than foimer 
blunders. The prefcn^Min'fter had placed the bufinef* in 
thofe hands which appeared to him the mod proper to pre¬ 
pare it for Parliament; perhaps the only hands he could errw 
ploy: yet he flattered himlelf the Minifter Was not mateually 
attached to the w hole of the bill, but that he would attend 
with candour to the fuggedions of thofe who were incapable 
ot mixing a party ipint in a matter oftlus kind. It was not 
a mimdenai qudhon, yet it*was a # queftion woithy the 
greated Statt fhian It was of the utnmd ctolifequeiice to the 
landed lPSttefl,: it concerned every individual m the ifland. 
He thei BK/R^ W [.either the framers of the prefent bill, nor 
-the Minder, l|*re aniwerabLfor the revolution which took 
pbff?eighteen yeh^s ago m the corn laws. It was then that 
we departed from the old fpirit of thofe laws, which origi¬ 
nally were intended folely and entirely for the encouragement 
of t.llage, without any view to other commeic6 than that 
of getting ud of our fuiplus corn. 1 o keep down the fnice 
of corn, by faci'itat'ng the import of foreign corji, and by 
checking the expci t of our own, feemed to be the olijeCt of 
the act of 1773, and it Was done by opening the ports to im¬ 
portation, and fhutt.ng them to exportation at conhderably 
Kwer prices than were thought teafonahle above one hun- 
dieif years before. r J he mifehievous conlequences to tillage 
mud be obvious to every man, on which more would be 
laid when the prices at which the poits fhould be open¬ 
ed and fhyt, fhould be debated. 'lUe framers of the prefent 
hill weie puncipally blameable for adopting the pernicious 
principles of that ail, at the moment that they n-prefented 
the lamentable change that had taken place fince that time in 
the co'rn trade However, as theie were few who would Hot 
- admit that fome coin laws were necefiary, the outline of the 
prefent bill might be taken, and as the principle of it depend¬ 
ed on the puces at which the ports are to be open and (hut, 
and as that pnticiple might tarftered in the Committee, ajid 
Certain claufes omitted, it^aCTlietefort, that although dis¬ 
approving the prefent pruictple, he did not objedf to going 
into a Committee. V 

1 he motion for tjie Speaker’s leading the chair was then 
put, and agreed to. 

The Houfe being in a Committee, a long and defultory 
debate took place upon each of the claufes of the bill, in 
. „ winch 
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Which Mr. li$tr. feakej', •hlrjfltv aad Hmm father 

Members, fpoke mate than <wjvr 

Upon the claufe being *e«^ which «&$«, (bat veflels 
having an board afertaroqft«W?itf of gittfty 4 p»r, effcifeuit, 
more than aljowed by this a<$» ihail be Uafele to e&nfif- 
cation, 

Mr. Alderman Curtis objefledito it, and moved to omit 
the words of the cUufe which fubjetSled the veflels to confil- 
carion. 

Lord Sheffield was alfo adverfe to the confilcation of the 
veflel, and propofed a penalty infteadof it. 

A Ihort debate arofe, which was ended by the Committee 
dividing on the original claufe ; 

Ayes, 69; Noes, 54. Majority 15. 

At ten o’clock,‘Mr. Ryder, obferving thaL-tb'j'HPXt clanfe 
might require much confideration, move* oumment 

of the Committee, and a direction to the jrvhairmai\^p mofe 
the Houfe for leave to fit again to-morrp w fe’nnight- \ 

This motion being agreed to, the Houfe was relumed, pro- 
grefs reported, and the Committee ordered to lit again to¬ 
morrow fe’nnight. 

Adjourned. 

• Wedncfday, 2 $d Feb 1 uary. 

The order of the day being -read for going into a Com¬ 
mittee of tlid whole Houle, upon the Report of the Offen¬ 
ders Bill, f 

Mr. Potvyt obferved, that this bill being almoll ehtitely 
new modelled,■ and quite different from what it was when 
brought in, he had no doubt but all objections that had been 
made to it were now obviated. However, as, he thought 
the hill was of great importance, in order that gentlemen 
might have an opportunity of confidering it in its prefent 
Bate, he would move “ That the Committee for-gomg into 
«* the farther confideration of the bill, be poftponed till this 
** day fortnight,” which was agreed to. 

Mr. Dundas moved for copies of certain letters that had 
pafled between the Government at Calcutta, and Governor 
Hollond at Madras, which Jnte ordered accordingly. 

“ Adjourned. 

S ! Thurfday, 24th February. 
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Mr* Pitt the Houfe, that he had a 

meffage from Hit M^jefty m thja Hou% figned by Hit IVfcu 
jefty, and ho preferred the fame to the Houfe; it was read 
by the Speaker, and is as follows, viz* . 

. GEORGE R. 

His Majefly thinks it Proper to acquaint the Houfe of Commons , 
that it appears to His Majefly, that it would he for the benefit of • 
His Majejlfs futyetfs in his province of Quebec, that the fame 
fhould be divided tnh two feparate provinces , to be celled m\pro* 
vince of Upper Canada, ana the province of Lower Canadas and 
that it is accordingly His Majififs intention fo to divide the fame, 
whenever His Majefly Jhall be enabled by%aft of Parliament to ef~ 

' tahlifl) the neccffhry regulations for the government of the faid pro* 
vinces . % III: Majefty therefore recommend I this objeft to the con* 
fidetatie of'ht's'ffQufe, 

Hr Majefly alfo raothmendf it to *his Houfe, to conftder offuch 
t* ovtftons as may **£ neceffan to enable His Majefly to make a per - 
* *manent appropriation of lands tn the faid provinces, for thefupport 
and maintenance of a rroteflant Clergy within the fame, iti propor¬ 
tion to fuch lands as have been already granted within the fame by 
Hts Majefly \ and it is His Majefly s dcjire, that fuch provifion 
may be made, with refpeft to all future grants of land within the 
faid provinces nfpethvely, as may bejl conduce to tht fame objeftf 
tn proportion to Juch increafe as may happen in the population and 
cultivation of the faid provinces ; and for this purpofir, His Majefly 
corfents, that fuch provifions or regulations may be made by tbts 
Hmije, refpebltng all future grants of land to be made by His Ma¬ 
jefly within thefaid provinces, as tbi* Houfe/ball thinkfit . 

c. & 



Mr Pitt moved, u That the Houfe (hould take Hie Ma* 
i€ jefty’s meflage into confideration on Wednefday ^next 
Agreed. * 

Mr. Pitt then tnotfed, t( That a copy of the capitolatiqn 
“ of Canada, together with a copy of His MajeftyS inftruc- 
“ tions for the government of that province, ihouid be laid 
6t upon the table.” Ordered. 

Mr. Loveden, after a ihort preface on the importance of , 
the objefl of his motion, and the public anxiety on that fub- 
je£l, moved. 4< That flieds be laid on the table* a lift of rhe 
“ Pioprietors of Bank and South Sea Stock, down to jhe 31ft 
u of January, 1780, »C®ntamiri]g the amount^f their refyec- 
u live dividends, together with a description 01 their perfans, 

« as corrrdt as can be obtained.* ^ . * * 

Mr. Huffy conceived, that the ptfflic advantage would be m r . 
more confuted, by bringing down the Kft to the year *7 %£* HufTcy. 
He Therefore moved an amendment to that effedh 
Vo t. XX VIII, 3 H Mr. 
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Mr. Mr* Thorton (Bank Dire&oi) oppofed this amendment. 

Tiiorntott He obfcrve 1 , that by bringing the lift down fo far as the 
year i *»&»>, a defcnprion of pet Ions would he expofcd lo the 
puM'f view who did not willi to ba known. 

"Mi. Mr, Iluff v did not fee that it v, as the hufmefs of Govern* 
fhduy. ritnt to h cowl tfie crooked fuhtdiy of individuals. No ho- 
iv ft ni in, in his opinion* could fu I m alarm at the idea of 
lx in nit kin an. i o affeff mvJlery, wlu ther mi puvate 
iihus, o ,i axTans of Government indie it*d feme latent 
\teu If i* \v is rM^v intended to give the p^rfons concuned 
an cp[ft>rtu ury of ditcoseimg th n propnty m the unclum- 
eddivuknh, tlu lid on^’it a ita.nlv t^ hi bt ought down to 
17815. 'flu I'licMn 1 oi tli bank ought loin; ai»o lo luvt, 
pi'ldiflud thi r I’h. If j private hiiiD 1 has in hu hand a Gw 
of mow * nnchmud, Jp u bLun) in duty topur puhlu. no¬ 
tice < f th it fu n • md Gall the lUnk of E inland, <rW* \c tlv 
dtpohnt s of th puhl'c credit, and fiom wV^i ilr inoff 
diixa il idi 1 of tli/honrifv fhould K fu*rem>w<i, fhii)^ 1 y 
b guil*) <>t an ol aim dun nt tlur won* * dif^i n * a pti 
^ att individual? 1 

J he Ho<A ihci dvihd on the unendmoiif, vwk > il* 
nuintx rs .«p}M an d \ f llovs 

Not , 1 >'»; Aye . aj.. Mijo*esJ 3 \ 

Mi. T n^iLn" motion vs is dim pu% and c.oi oil m t 10 
mfii mative. 

'Siit Dirkns. turn r'u kdeff Commute , ' Ik w * ^p 
pointed lot } <nd dt rn me the nurns of th pttiiioi d 
M’ciu 1 AngtD t i).M, 1 u| and tfuht»t kuv* m d, I h . ,* 
and alio tin-1» t»tn»n • Ctn 4 ionoinabi u 1 ' mid > *, enm- 

monlv talk d 1 md 11 d lo, * id ihehonouii h i ih vV ilium 
Doughs, commonly cal id Loid P ki ; v 1 allot lit pc* ft »n 
of the U v* ral p< lion , whoh name > ar tin uu f Gicrikd, 
lx mg mha 1 .tints and houfeholdir , and ai'n pivny * r ot and 
Ik at mg lot, with n the boinueh ud u«tv <'* 1 1 * town of 
Pooh, m lihul of thtmteWs and mko , m h’t manner 
inhabit and honWholdt is wilhm tiu fad i>oi v g ind 
town oi^Poole; ind 1K0, th-p t ti )ii of the # e f ial p 1 011^* 
yirliofr names \ e thrii unto luhkuh J, hiTneil* ^ nt the town 
and counrv of tlv town ol PouJi, mdtnu led lo vot^ in tlv 
eh dhoti of Put jjtfTis to { ive m l^ihyn nt for tin ind town 
uifpruul comitUveiaLJv coinplamm r ; <u .ui imd.’i election ill 
** re+urn for the L id t( wn and county of the town of Poole, 
jnfm mod iIiL/juuie, 

1 uat it appeared to th^ faid Sele$ Committee, tliar the 
rnffiis<if th £ petinodl^did m p^rt depend upon the tight of 
eh dhoti; flu. partes were the^tfore inquired to deliver m 
ilar^mritfs ni wilting of the right of fck&ion for which they 
tefpeflnvely cunttnded* * 

TlMt 



g ** - 

That*the petitioners,' Lord Haddo 
aftd Lord Da$r, delivered'^,a $btement as follows: 

u The inhabitants b^f^olders within the? borough and 
c< fcodnty ,«>£ tWtoWn of Wde, paying fcot and hearing lot, 
te are, as fudv.part of the corporate body of the laid bo- 
** rough,; and are legal voters for the two Members to ferve 
Ci in Parliament for the fame.” 


That the petitioners, Michael Angelo*Taylor^tnd Rober^* 
Kingfnull, Efqrs* delivered in a fiarement, as follows t 
“ The right of election for Members to ferve in Pariia- 
(i rnent for the town and county of Poole, u in the Mayor 
u and BurgefTes only.’* 

That the fitting Members# Benjamin Lefter, Jilfcj* and the 
honourable Charles Stuart^ Sejiveiti iiui-lratemeiit as fol¬ 
lows : • 

45 Vfte fitting Members contend that rhs right of elc it ion 
44 for iVIemb:*rs to fei ve in Pathameot for rite town n$ui ccun- 
c/ ty of Poole, .is in the Mayor and BurgvfTes only/* 

That, upon the ftatement delivered in by the petitioners, 
l,ord Haddo and Lord Dacr, the Lid deleft Cormbiiree ha\e 
determined. 

That the right of ele&ion, as fet forth in the faid ftate- 
ment, is not the light of ele&ion for the laid town and county 
of Poole. 

That, upon the ftatements delivered in by Micbael-An- 
gelo Taylor, and Robert Kingfinill, Lftjrs. and the fitting 
Members, the faid Sele£t Committee have determined, 

■That the right of election for Members to ferve in Parlia¬ 
ment for the town and county of Poole is in the Mayor and 
Burge fie s only* 

And alio, that the faid Sefe-B Com unites in." dtr^rmined. 
That Benjamin Leller, Efq* is duly elected a Burg*-Is to 
ferve in this prefent Parliament far the town and county of 
Poole > 

And alfo, that the find Select Committee have determined, 
That the honourable Charles Stuart is not dtdv returned a 
Member to ferve ift this preleut Rsuhament for the town and 
county of Poole; 

And alfo) that the faid Select Committee have determined* 
That Mrchad Angelo Taylor, Efq. one of the petitioners, 
is duly elected a RurgtL.to ierve in this prefetit Pail'ament 
for the tovyu and county of Poole; T 

And alfo, that the faid §ele£t Committee ha*' ? dete* m ' x cL 
'i hiit Michaul Angelo Taylor, i‘dq ought te have been 
returned a Butgt-fs to ferve in this pnsfbnt Parliament lor the 
town'nnd county of Poole. 

1 he Houle adjourned* 
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Mtfuhf } 2%tk February. 

Mr. Hippefley moved, u That the 35th chttlfe of an a®, 

4< made in the 24th year of 'his prefent Majefty, might be 
41 read/ 4 and the fame was read accordingly, fk. • 

M And whereas to porfue fchemes of conqueft and exten- 
fion of dominion m India, are meafures repugnant to the 
wilh, the honour, and policy of this nation; be it therefore 
further enaded, by the authority aforefaid, That it {hall not 
be lawful for the Governor General and Council of Fort 
William aforefaid, without the exprefs command and autho¬ 
rity of the (aid Court of Dirrfilors, or of the Secret Com¬ 
mittee of the faid* Court of ftireftors, in any cafe, ^(except 
where hoftilities have a&ually been commenced, or prepa¬ 
rations aftually made for the commencement of hoftilities, 
againft the Riitilh nation in India, oragamft fome^of the 
Princes or States dependant thereon, 01 wjjofe territorfe; the 
faid United Company lhall be at fuch time engaged by any 
fubfifting tieaty to defend or guaianty) eithu to declare war 
or commence hoftilities, orentei into any trtaty for making 
war, againft any of the country Princes or States in India, 
or any treaty for guarantying the poffeffions of any country 
Princes or States; and that in fuch cafe it lhall not be law¬ 
ful for the faid Governor General and Council to declare war 
or commence hoftilities, ot enter into any treaty for making 
war, againft any ot,her Prince or State than fuch as lhall be 
a£hially committing hoftilities, or making preparations as 
aforefaid, or to make fuch treaty for guarantying the 'poflef- 
fions of anPrince or State, but upon the confideration of 
fuch Prince or State a&ually engaging to affift the Company 
againft fuch hoftilities commenced, 01 preparations made a** 
aforefaid; and in all cafes where hoftilities fhall be* commenced 
or treaty made, the faid Governor General and Council fhall, 
by the mpft expeditious means they can dtvife, communicate 
the fame unto the faid Court' of Dire&ors, together with a 
full Hate of the information and intelligence upon which they 
lhall have commenced fuch hoftilities, or made fuch treaties, 
and their ftouves and reafons for the fame at large/ ' 

Mr. Hippefley then moved, & That the ill, ad, 3d, 4th, 
“ Sth, 23d, and 44th Refolutioos of th< Houfe of Common*, 
** on 7jth of April, 1782, originally moved by Mr. 
u Dundaif might he read ; w and the fame were read accord- 
iogly. [Vide this'Work, Vol. VII. 1782, page 57.] 

The fundamental principles of Parliament being expreflly 
declared and eftablifhed by thefe documents. Mi. Hippefley 
read the following papers to the Houfe: 


** Extracti 
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* 

rt ExTRACts from the Records of the East* India 

Company. 

44 Governor and Council ofFort St. George, 

Jug-l, 177C 

44 The Mahrattas and Hyder are engaged in war. The 
Mahrattas We efteetn the moll dangerous and formidable 
power tn India.” ( 

44 Governor and Council of Fort St. George, 

March 20, 1771. 

44 Is there a roan who knows any thing*of Mahratta faith 
and Mahratta principles, that*will doubt of the part they 
would chufe, or fufpeft them of *one t feruple of con- 
fcience >” • 

• 44 Go jet nor and Council of Fott St. George, 

April 18, 1771. 

44 We have icppatedly exprcfied our opinion very clei ly 
and fully agamft an offtnfive alliance with the Mahrattas. 
In this we are juftifled by the repeated fentiments of the 
Couit of Directors for levelal years pall.* 

- 44 Court of D.rrilors, May 1 $, 1768. 

44 *1? with the utmoft concern we find the $i£lory you 
have gained tends to involve us fill! farther in this chaos of 
francs and engagements. That you fhould have jecourfe 
to the Mahrattas for alhftance, is llilj more alarming. We 
fe*r all the barriers of the Mahratta power will be broken 
down.” 

“ Coutt of Directors, Jum 30, 1769. 

44 Upon punciples of policy we wiih for a peace with 
Hyder. I or our policy is to avoid eveiy thing that tends to 
ait mcreafe of the Mahratts power, which is evidently tl*c 
misfortune of this war; foi you aie reduced to tin ueceffity 
of being yourfelves the propolers of new provinces to be added 
to the dominion of the Mahrattas, already poflefled of half 
the Mogul empire!—They will make the moft ufe they can 
of the hr vis of others. It is by this they ha'e arnved to, 
their prefent degree of power. Out b< ft policy is to check 
their growth by eveiy oj,])oi limits, inftead of lending our- 
feives to then aggraudilement, which we do as ot.eu as we 
engage 111 wars with the few remaining chiefs in India yet 
capable of coping with them.” * 

44 Court of Directors, March 23. 17 70. 

44 The Mahrattas and Hydtr, you fay, are at war. It is 
undoubtedly our mtertft to lee the power of the Mahrattas, 
f[ not both the contending parties, weakened, but by no 

means 
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u Governor and Cvurpil Fort Su George# m Continuation, 


. , JfpHt 18, 1771*. 

*< The danger of an alliance With the Mahrattas,' or any 
meafure which may tend to increafe their powfer, are clearly 
cxprefled in the foregoing cxtra&s. It is evident that their 
Operations are not merely for thepurpofe of collecting the 
Chout , but their lews &re to conquer the whole Peninfula, 
If we make aa appearance of joining the Mahrattas againft 
Hyder (the onljf power capable of making any oppofition to 
them) the redudion of the Myfore country to the Mahratta 
yoke will be accelerated,* if not the immediate cortfequence. ?? 


“ Governor and Council of Fort St. George, May i.c, 1770* 

u The idea of binding the Mahrattas by the ties of grati¬ 
tude and honour, we believe never yet entered into the ima¬ 
gination of any politician In India, except the Nabob dnd his 
Majelly’s Mimfter, Wie readily allow, and are but too well 
convinced, that the power of the Mahrattas is much ro be 
dreaded, and that nothing bur the oppofition they meet with 
in the reduction of Myfore can hinder them frph^^er-run¬ 
ning the Payen Ghaut; but their only motive raTOefiring 
©up affiftance is, that theymay complete the reduction of My¬ 
fore, by the capruic of Syringapatarn and Bangalour, and it 
will be*difficult to afcoirtplifh it without the aid of fome Eu¬ 
ropean force.—Shall we then affift in tlie removal of thtPonly 
bar to.the invafion of the Carnatic? To aggrandizing their 

* power, Already too great, in accelerating the ruin ofHyder, 
whd at prefent ftauds as a fkreen between us and them, and 
expofe the fafety pf the Carnatic to their mercy, op the weak. 

* hope, that their gratitude and honour will reflraih them from 
completing the conqueft of the Peninfula, by the addition of 
‘the Payen Ghaut to their acquifition of Myfore, 

Let us for a moment adqypt the convenient doctrine of 
political-neceffity, and put the treaty with Hyder out of the 

* queftiofw—The Mahrattas have obtained decifive advantages 
againft the |auts and Rbhillas, and poffeflTed themfelves of 

fc,;*,.the greateftpart of the countries'tiependant on thofe tribes— 

, **They are in a< 3 .unl pofleffion of Delhi—Mailers of the perfon 
of the Kingston; and have invited the Mogul himfelf, with 
, profeffions^rof great attachment, to take pofleffion of the 
throne of his ancefiors. ' ^ , 

^« ; The aim of the Mahratta Gorvenmfetit has been for 
foirie:titne ; at the cpnqueft of^ill Hk^doftaia,-—All their opera- 
'tSdhi't fince Maderoo’s acceffign, have been tpanifeftly^nd 
uniformly directed to that end* It is a natural policy jto de- 
fo* 4 - * pnve 








of tbV ^ith his petfot*. 

—h this a jOoAufefor us to ft fr^gtheothe Mali* 
rattas, who want * but our to complete the reduc¬ 

tion of both the Carniaties; whd;«re only prevented by the 
oppofilion of Myfore from uniting all tliMr efforts and pour¬ 
ing all the numerous forced of their empire on that part of 
the Company’s poffefiions on which ibeir very being de¬ 
pends?—Gan we, the fervants of the Company, in-oppo- 
iition to their neareft interefts niul in defiance of their pe¬ 
remptory commands, affent to fuch ^pronoitTron?—Can his 
Majefty’s Minifter perfift in fo fatal a counfrl ? Yes, for the 
Nabob lias told him, that the peace oi the Carnatic (which 
is the obje£l of his miffion) depends on our arming them (the 
Mahrattas) with the moft effe&unl mentis of invading it by 
a lifting in the deftrufiticm of Hyder Ally 1 


Governor* and Council of Fou St, George,' to Sir J . Lift, lfay* 
' zqth'Muv, 1771. 

cc Madarow (the Mahratta) while he was negotiating with 
the Nabob of the Carnatic, touching an union, united with 
tlr. Suh.ih m an intended in vafion of the Carnatic. 

44 I i.e claim of the Malnattas on the Carnatic for the 
Cuout has be- n iff rted whenever it was convenient to them, 
and twictupf lak* years it has been cdmpsomifol wfrji them. 
We belled tlv j M i!«rait.*s had rather have our aftifiance now 


than the Chour, becaule by our aiJiftance they hope to fub- 
due Hyder A!N, and thif done*, what fhnll prevent them ^ 
from getting I ha Cii mil, and probably tiu^Carnntic itfelfr” 

u S:r j\ Lind;ay to dr Gomti n r and Council if Fori SuGeorge, * 

12 th June , >1771. 

The whole of rhe Vi/.aufs condnfl, added to his natural 
chai-adJei, make him but a very precarious friend.” 


* u Sir J, L ndfay to ditto da?ain.) 

** The ^ubahdar of the IXrkan is but a very precarious 
friend, and has fhewn his di(portion fnfficicntly to fufpecl 
that he will take the firit opportunity to break wuh the Com¬ 
pany'” * * 


“ Governor and Council of Fort St. Ccorf s obfervation on Sir 
J. LL !e*tcr of 'he 1 2th of ‘itw. 

iC We look on the Nizam, not as a pruorions friend , but 
as a fecret enemy, both to the Company anci to the Nabob-* 

a Governor and Council of Fort St* George faSir R. *1 lari and* 

Dec , 2^, 1771* 

ci There is not a power in India, we believe, that dodbts 
of their (Mahrattas) project ro fubjugate the whole Pcnin- 
frila*The Company, jealous of their growing power, have 
2 f perilled 
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perfifted for many yms uniformly hi r*HH$mes<i’ta.& rasvoid 
whatever might tend to its lncreafe.” 

“(hurt of DntOmSy April 5, 1768. 

,{ We are very orach alarmed to find year treaties and ne- 
gociations have produced effe£ls fo contrary to your expec¬ 
tation*, and which threaten filch dangerous confequences. 
It confirms us m the opinion we have txprefled in our feve- 
ral letters, of the danger of extending our pojfefftonsy and of al¬ 
liance * and engagements swth tie country powers. 

“ The treachery of the Subab'o conduit frees you from any 
engagements you have entered into with him.* 

« Governor and Council of Fort St. George , 

. , Dfc - Sr * 77 *« 

u There is no pomt has been more attentively difcufled by 
the feveral Prehdencies than that now before u$, and no one 
in which we have more clearly and expreffly concurred in 
opinion. We could never, therefore, be juftified m an al¬ 
liance with the Mahrattas, in direct opposition to the fenti- 
ments of the other Prefidencies, and after a clear and mam 
fell conviftion of the danger of fuch a mcafuie. v 

<€ Ditto (in continuation ) 

c< No mm can doubt but the views of the VTahnttas evi¬ 
dently tend to the fubjeftion of all India. Thur purpofes 
would be anfwtred m feveral wavs, if could be prevailed 
on to fend the C omp&nys troops to their affi/Jarcc; it wruld in- 
fure to them the conqutft of the My lore country. If wc 
once 10m them, we muft not expeft our hix ur ro end with 
the redudhou of Myfore ; we muft follow them wheitvti 
they pleafe to carry us, or fight our way back through them 
and thus our ftiength being w ifted m making cnnqut fts, and 
acquiring wealth and ftrength fot them, what {ball afterwards 
give prorefticn to the Carnatic ■»” 

u The Nabob will anlwer it in two words, and the late 
Plenipotentiary would echo back his reply, * Afahiattafaith* 
Of all the iaithlefs powers on earth, the Mahratta is the moft 
faithleft; and (hall we fubmit our necks to fuch a yoke? 
Hydtr Ally was the power in the South heft able to with- 
Jl id their efforts, and oppofc then defigns; th* redudion 
of him, therefore, they looked upon as a ntceflary ftep to 
their views of univerlal conqueft 

“ 11 ). LYckan has but little power, and would become 
an esfy prey to them. 

“ We have, in our delibt rations on this fuhjcft, frequently 
declared it as our opinion, that the fupporting of Hydtr Al¬ 
ly, as a hairier to the Afahiatta Power , would tend the moft 

effeftuillv 
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Mr* Hippefky then declared, that it Was with extreme diffi- Mr. 
culty he bad been able to aCCftgfaplilh even this part of the Hippefley* 
bufinefs, which Ire had voluntarily undertaken, but to which, 
from extreme ill health, he now found himfeif Utterly un¬ 
equal ; but he lamented his own immediate misfortune the 
•lefs on this occafion, as he was lure the public fervice 
would not fuffer by it. The office and duty, which he fojjnd ( 
himfeif Incapable of performing, ^prould devolve into better 
hands. He was fure that an honourable friend near him 


would give the Houfe every neceffary explanation, and do 
juftice to the fubjeft. To his care, therefore, he fhould 
entirely leave it, and delive^ to him the feveral motions, 
which he had intended to lay before the Houfe. 

Mr. Francis faid, that he fhould not decline the talk, Mr. 
unavoidably, but very unfortunately, impofed upon him ; Francis* 
’at the fame time he muft reprefcnt to the Houfe, what 
was ftri&ly and laterally true, that he was unprepared for 
the lituation in which he now found himfeif. He had not 
forefeen that any thing more would have been expected of 
him, but to fecond the motions, and fuppoit the ftatements 
and arguments of his honourable friend, or, at the utmoft, 
to fupply* what Mr. Hippelley might have inadvertently 
omitted. In thefe circumftances, he thought he had a claim 
to fome allowance; he hoped, at leaft, that he fhould be 
heard with indulgence. He then faid, I am too well ac¬ 
quainted with the temper of the Houfe? and indeed with the 
diljpofition of the nation at laige, in refpeft to Indian ques¬ 
tions, to think of exciting their attention to the prefent 
fubjedt, by affirming generally, th.at it is of very great 
importance. The propofition would be readily agreed to 
on all lides; it would be admitted without difpute, and as 
foon as it was admitted, that moment it would be difcanied. 

Neithef fliall I attempt to engage your attention, by aflert- 
ing that the fubjeft is fpecially important to the well-being of 
’ the EafUIndia Company. 1 know by experience with what 
facility that aflertion would be granted, with htowbjmch can¬ 
dour it would be acknowledged, and with whai philofophi* 
cal indifference it would bj inftantly forgotten; nor indeed* 
do I myfelf think it quite true. With refpeA t6 the trattfr 
aft ions before us, the India Company is in a dead body; 

War and peace in India are to them little more ’’ban a pofthu- 
mous qqeftiom In the conduct of theiiT own affairs, they 
have nodiferetion; in the event, they have no concern.—* 

They are beyond the reach of all human calamity. 6ut af- 
furedly the day will come, when, if not to your forrow, you 
, will find it to your coll;, that they aft ahve again; when 
Vol. XXVIII. 31 they 
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they wilt «tyear bar, JBfee a cofrpfe &Uof 

vermin, with thdbr debts and diftreffes in perfedt life and ac¬ 
tivity, to be paid and relieved at the expence of the nation. 
Leaft of all, Sir, lhall I attempt to intereft either your pre¬ 
sence or your paffions, by urging you to believe, that 
the fate of India js at flake; that provinces and king¬ 
doms in that diflant region are likely to be laid waftej 
that thousands of our innocent fellow creatures muft pe* 


rifli in this quarrel; nay that, in any poffible cafe but 
that of inftant and complete fucceft, your own Govern¬ 
ments there are likely to be reduced to the extremity ofdif- 
trefs. I am too well acquain’ed with the difpofition of this 


Houfe, and of this country, to expert that objedls, fo re¬ 
mote as you conceive thefe # to be from your own imme¬ 
diate interefts, /lrould he thought worthy of your care.— 


Of what confcquenctf i ; the ruin of India to us ? Our ifland 
is fafe. I he mifchief cannot reach us; we can nev$r be in¬ 


volved in it.—On that qneftion, however, I am at iffue with’ 
this H *ufe and with the nation; on that queftion 1 expedt 
to be attended to, because l know you love yourfelves.—’ 
This war, I affirm, can no way he fupported, no, not even 
at the outfet, but by men and money from England. The 
truth of this aflertion is brought home to you by autho¬ 
rity. wliicji you cinnot difpute; by evidence, which you 
cannot refill. I fhall prove to you that India does not pof- 
fefs the means of fupporting the war a iingle hour, but by 
incurring debts, which mult be paid by England. If this be 
true, and if, as I fhadlftiew you, the expences of little more 
than half a campaign are already enormous; that in tfieir 
nature they are incapable of limitation ; need 1 call upon the 
nation, need I call upoii you, who are the guardians of the 
public property, the only thing the Public cares for, to 
confider well the caufes and the confequences of this war ?— “ 
You deceive yourfelves, if you think that this is nothing but 
an Endian queftion. Loaded as we are with burdens-*-finking 
under taxation—when the heart of the country is gone— 
when its fpirit is fo fubdued, that, for the fake of fecuring a 1 
rigorous enadHon of a falling revenue, we fubmit to the in- 
fpeftioifand control of the Officers of Government over our 
domeftic liberty, over the mod indifferent adlions in private 
ttconoirty, how will the people endure to he taxed, as they 
muft be, for tjie fupport of a war in India ? Compared to 
which, if it fliould be extended to any confiderable length, a 
war with S^ain would he a bleffing; a war in Germany, or 
even iir America, would hardly be a calamity. This is the 
real fubjedl of the debate. I lhall deliver my opinion of it 
fully-and freely, without refpeft of perfons, but without in¬ 
tended difrefpedi to any man. I have no perfonal intereft in 

the 
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the queftion, beyond that which belongs to every member of 
the community. Yet while 1 make that declaration. Sir, I 
cannot but fee! that 1 am fubmitting to fome diminution Of 
my right as a Member of Parliament, to fome invafionof the 
conftitutionai freedom of debate in this Houfe; as if a pre¬ 
face or apology were neceflary to flielret a general opinion 
upon a public meafui?, from the imputation of a perfona re¬ 
flection. But 1 know it to be neceiTary; for fuch are the 
times we live in. Perfonal charaC'er is no way concerned in 
the defence or condemnation of the prefent war. We arc 
to judge of aCtions, not of perfons; and furely i have a right 
to contend that, as no general #imputation of mifconducF can 
impeach the propriety of a particular*aCt w fo no opinion of 
private character, however honourable* ftiould be fuffered to 
be ftated, much lefs to be mterpoh'd, for the protection of 
. a meafufe that ought to he condemned. If you mean to form 
a found, compiehenfive judg-ment of the merits of this war, 
you muft allow me, For a moment, to carry you back to 
your principles. Remember, then, what you have fo often 
heard from others, what you have fo often fjid yourfelves, 
that a Governor who makes war in India, when war can be 
avoided, not only vblaies the general truft and duty of his 
office, hut a£ts in the face of pofitive authoriry, and even 
in defiance of legal prohibition. Since the period, at which 
our condition in India, delivered from the fluctuations 
o f enterpriie and adventure, had fettle^ into a folid territo- 
riaUeftablilliment, the wifdom of this country, and of every 
power and perfon concerned in the conduCl of the India 
Company’s affairs, Dirt&ors. Proprietors, and Mir.ifteis of 
the Cbown, under every Admmigration, have held but one 
I'language'to our Governors abroad—“ W e p*;litively forbid 
tc you to»iruke often five wars, or to engage in alliances 
ct which may lead you into fuch wars, under any pretence 
whatinever. All we defire is, to preferv’e what we pof- 
, “ 1 is; we difclaim and piohibic every farther acquifition 
€t of territory, not only bv conqueft but by any other means.” 
When it appeared that thef * injunctions were ineffectual, and 
that pretence, were perpetually fet up to elude or difobey 
them, tii Houle of Comm-tns, in the year 1782, at the fpe- 
cial inftiuce of the honourable gentleman * oppofite to 
me, did that winch we never did before. * We ratified 
a code of political laws, drawn up by that gentleman, 
for the government of India, which had no other eflential 
object hut the prohibition of war and conqueft, and the per¬ 
manent fecurity of peace. Even thefe parliamentary decla¬ 
rations were fuppofed to*be infuflScient. In two years after- 

* Mr. Dundas. 
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wards, the Legiflature itfelf was called upon to declare* and 
did declare, 44 That to purfue fchemes of conqueft and exten- 
44 fion of dominion in India, were meafures repugnant to the 
4< wifh, the honour, and the policy of this nation.” Did you 
mean this for a real, effective, fubftantial inftru&ion, to be 
jeceived without cavil, to he obeyed without equivocation; 
or did you mean nothing but to furniffr your Governors with 
a problem for difpute, with a metaphyseal propofition, to be 
debated and whittled away to nothing by cunning fophiftry, 
and logical diftin6tions?—When this claufe, with the ex¬ 
ceptions attached to it, was originally propofed, I ftated 
my opinion of it to the Hou/e, in the following terms 
44 I am ready to zjdmif that the claufe in queftion does all that 
44 can he done by m ere legillative prohibition, to put a flop 
44 to fuch meafures in future. Yet I very much fear, that 
44 the general rule will be defeated by the exception 'chat at- 
44 tends it. The Governor General and Council are not to 
44 make war, or to commence hoftilities <againft any of the 
44 country powers, unlefsfuch powers/ball be actually making 
44 preparations for the commencement of hofulities ogainft us or 
44 our allies . I beg leave to affure the Houfe that, whenever 
44 the Governor General and Council are difpofed to make 
44 war upon their neighbours, they can at all times fabricate 
44 a cafe tofuit their purpofe, and fend home a mafs of in- 
44 controvertible evidence to fupport it.” My opinion was, 
and is, that when Parliament found it neceflary to do, in the 
infiance of India, what it had never done in any other^ to 
limit the executive power by a legiflative declaration on the 
fubje& of war and peace, it fbould have left its prohibition 
abfolute, like one of the commandments, TJ)ou Jbalt do no 
murder . It flvuld not have fuppofed, much lefs Should it. 
have ftated, fundi y cafes of exception to its own fundamen¬ 
tal rule. The burden of a fpe'cial jufti heat ion on the cafe 
lhould have been thrown upon the parties. Have they fuffi- 
cient caufe?—let them fliew it if they can. Primu facie, the 
prefumption of breach of truft and duty lies again ft the Go¬ 
vernor who makes war. The utmoft lie can do, is to juftify 
againft it. By fpecifying the exceptions in the body of the 
prohibition, you have taught your Governors how to fol¬ 
low your words, while they defeat your intention. On the 
prefent occaficto, I fee nothing wanting, except a little inge¬ 
nuity. Thefevidence is not fabricated, as it might have 
been, to fupport the cafe. Thefe authorities, and every 
other that I am acquainted with on the fubje&, a( 5 l uniform¬ 
ly together, to eftablifh and to perpetuate, if poffible, a 
pacific fyftem of Government in'India. Let us fee in 
what manner meafures have been adapted to principles. 
I cannot truft entirely tQ the profeffions of men in office ; 

1 their 
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their aflions are to me the only teft of their fincerity. 
Surely, Sir, it ought to he unneceflary for me to declare 
in this place, that nothing can be more foreign from 
my opinion and intention, than a wifh to leflen the honours 
due to the military profeffion. I have the happinefs to be 
connefted in friendfliip with many who belong to it, and 
among thefe there are perfons, whom in this world I efteem 
and refpefl the moll. But I will not depart fo widely from 
public principles, from what I take to be conftitutional doc¬ 
trine in this country, and from the plain and obvious didtates 
of reafon, as to concur in an opinion pradtically profefled by 
the prelent Adminiftration, thgt none but military men are 
proper to be trufted with the civil government of our pro¬ 
vinces abroad, or that the civil and milgiary power in thofe 
Governments ought, in constitutional prudence, tv be united 
jn the fame hand. This is no refledlion on the charafter of 
any individual. Your lyftem is pacific, and you appoint fol- 
diers to keep the peace. \ ou place a general officer over the 
immenfe civil as well as military government of Bengal; a 
general officer over the Carnatic; a general officer at Bom¬ 
bay. Now, Sir, with every allowance for exceptions of 
heroic virtue, which of courfe mult be rare virtue, is it in 
any rational theory to be expedled, that the prefetvation of 
peace fhall he the favourite paffion, the predominant prin¬ 
ciple of men, educated in a camp, and whofe education mull 
have failed, if it has not given a warlike bent to their dif- 
poi^tion. In the execution of military fneafures, the gallant 
fpirit, that animates the profeffion of arms, fliould be truft¬ 
ed without referve ; but, in the previous deliberation between 
war and peace, 1 do not hefitate to fay, that it is the laft to 
*.be confuked. Thefe are among the fteps, by which the free¬ 
dom of m«mk : nd is invaded or betrayed. From a civil to 
a military, from a military to nn arbitrary Government, 
the gradations are eafy, the trjnfition will be rapid.— 
The fame tadis, which counteradl principles to-day, will 
be precedents to-morrow, and principles the day after. 
Let the nation look to it. The extremities are the firft 
to mortify, but not the laft. If there be any political lo¬ 
gic in the prefent pradlice* it leads you to this conclufion, 
that, in the adlual condudl of a war, civil Governors, Ma- 
giftrates, and Peace Officers, aie the fitted*perfons to be 
employed. Your principle, if you have any, binds you to 
occupy every man in the bu finch, which liedoet not under- 
ftand. 

Now, Sir, let us compare the late tranfaSions with the 
fyftem recommended fly every authority, and ratified by 
every power, in this kingdom, for the government of In¬ 
dia, If that fyftem has any weight with you, you can- 
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not but conclude with me* and it is the only 1 general prin¬ 
ciple which I (hall defire you to admit, that to make war m 
India is not to be juftified on any ground, but that of un¬ 
avoidable and iriefiftible neceffity: I mean the abfolute ne- 
ceflity of detuice; there is no other* Prove that fuch necef- 
lityrxiftcd; Ihew plainly that the war could no way be 
avoided ; and then 1 (hall fubmit, as all men mud do, to an 
finl without a remely. It is not pretended, that the 
hoft.Litie* committed by Tippoo Sultan, whether juft ot 
unjuft, weic duefied agamft any part of the Bntifh domi¬ 
nion. His aggrcflion, whatever it may be, coniifts in at¬ 
tacking our ally the Raj ih of *1 ravancoie. Whether he or 
the Rajah be the aggrefloi m this quarrel, is a material 
qucftion, though nojt conclufivfe on our condufL I mean 
to bring it fan iv into view. But, firft of all, let me ob- 
feive to you, that there is a papei on your table, which 
many gentlemen, I believe, never heard of, but which 
you ought to take the trouble of reading, fince, m all 
probability, you will be called upon, ere long, to give 
your lunation to the contents of it; 1 mean, the tieaties of al¬ 
liance, off info e and defenlive, lately concluded w ith the Mah- 
rattis and the TSi/irn. That war and conqueft fhould be the 
obje6t of offeniive alliance, is not extr lordinary : but it is 
indeed extiaorduni y, that a Bntiih Governor fhould pro¬ 
ofs that the acquifition of territory in India was his objeft in 
miking war; tint he lliould propole or think of a new par¬ 
tition of dominion, or that he fhould even accept of an,ex- 
ttnfionof teiritoiy, if it were offered him. Wt poflefsmore 
already r han we k low howto govern, oi perhips may he 
able to defend ; and the Legifliture has declared to your Go- 
veinois, but lias dechred to them in vain, that'theie are. 
m ajum npu^nant to tht wifh , the honour , and the pclity of this 
nation , Shall I be told that, on my pi maples, an attack 
i not to he impelled ; tint hoitilitits prepanng, though not 
commenced, are not to be counter lftcd ; or that an unjult 
invader, who fail un his nteinpt, is to fufFer nothing but re- 
pulle •* The tonclukon would bt abiurd. I duly md difclaim 
it. D fence is not only your right* but your duty : the 
right o‘defence inrlml s t 1 at of attic k ; but, in no cafe, are 
you to aim at the icquihti n of teiritoiy. If the event of 
the wai IhouhWc i\e vou the power of mflufting a penalty, 
bef ro 1 fit down I fh ill flit v >nu what it ought to be. The 
gentlemen tmplnvul m concluding the r e tieatits, have re¬ 
ceived a mirk of ho to i ftom the Crown; and, m following 
tin ir inftmcTions, J pi< fume they have delerved it. As to 
any difficulties they h il to oveicome*, we have no informa¬ 
tion, nor am I able to form a con|efture on the (ubjedh But 
this I know, that the Indian Pnnces have an extieme fici- 
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culties in the firft inftance, nor will they alter their tone, 
until they fee us fo engaged and committed, that we cannot 
retreat* Look at tbefe treaties, and confider for a moment 
what their profeffed obje&is, and what it ought to be. You 
would naturally expeft, that as Tippoo’s invafion of tlie ter¬ 
ritories of Travancoie, is ftated to he the caufe and commence¬ 
ment of the war> the defence of the Ra jah,^ the reparation due 
to him, and his fu,ture fecuritv, would have been fpecially 
provided for: yet you will find that, in thefetreaties, his 
name is not once mentioned. There is not a Angle word 
that alludes to the caufe of the quarrel, or from which 
you can infer that the interests of the Raj ;h were ever 
thought of. On the apparent principles of rhe treaty, we 
had juft as good a right to form ag oft •» five allias-c®. 
againft Tippoo Sultan, if Travancore had not exiitcd, as 
we have.at prefent. All we are to collect from the trearies 
i's, that Tippoo is the common enemy ; that having engage¬ 
ments with the three c^nirafiing power j, he has qfled with infide¬ 
lity to them all; that we ought iu punijh A/.vz, and dept ivc him of 
the means of d)fur bing the general Tranquillity in future . Hut 
how is this to he done ? by a general partition of his country, 
or of as much as we can conquer, between the thee eontrafl- 
in% panics . The intcrefts of the wretched Rajah, fthom we 
fet up as the ftalking hmfeof rhe war, and who, in rhe firft 
infiance, (though, in my opinion, very delervedly) fufters 
raoft by it, are not only abandoned in rhe treaties, but ut¬ 
terly forgotten. Another omiflion in thdfc treaties very well 
deletes your notice. One of the articles authorifes the 
Governor General to require from the Nizam ami the Mah- 
rattas, that they fhall furnifh him (jointly, I fuppole, for 
the quotas/ire not limited as they fhouldhave been) with tun 
thoufand horfe, on a month’s previous notice, the pnv of the 
fetid cavalry to be defrayed monthly by the honourable Cmngany* 
You would conclude, of couile, tint in an article, winch 


provides for the hire of a body of foreign troops, and which 
hi dFe£t is afubfidy treaty, the terms fhould he fpecified, the 
amount of the lubfidy diftindtly ft a red. Hut if this be your 
conclufion, you will fiyd ypurfelves deceived, -The next 
words are, at the rate and on tltf conditions hereafter to be fe tled * 
I need not tell you, that there never yet was an example of 
a fubfidy treaty, in which the rate and conditions were ifoc 
fpecitically agreed on : they belong to the efTence of the 
agreement. I he omiflion of them not only mukesPthat part 
of the treaty nugatory ; it not only leaves it in the power of 
the other party to defeat your requifition, by cavilling about 
the pay and conditions, or*by making fuch an unreaibnnble 
demand, as you cannot accede to; but it lays the foundation 
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of a future quarrel between the #bnttadfcrag parties. You 
have left them at liberty to grant or refufe; that is, to go* 
vern their conduct by the events of the war. This omiffion 
m the more extraordinary, becaufe, in the cafe of our lend* 
ing the Nizam a body of 1600 fepoys, and fix field pieces, 
manned by Europeans, it is exprcrffly provided 1 hat the ex¬ 
pence fhall not exceed the exadf fum, which ir ro::s tne Com¬ 
pany to maintain that force in the fif id. Perhaps it might 
not have been thought prudent to luifer the charge of 10,000 
cavalry to appear on the face of the treaty. 1 he minds of 
people at home might he ftartled at the amount /it. Be it 
lb. My hopes of your taking a wife refolutior on the pre¬ 
fen t occafion, are principally founded on your fears. If you 
are not to be convinced, perhaps you may be deterred. It 
is my bufinefs anej. duty to make you fee the objedt, which 
the treaty endeavours to keep out of your fight. 1 affirm, 
then, and 1 pledge myfelf to prove, that the nxpenceof. 
10,000 horfe, with their officers, baggage, and neceflary at¬ 
tendants, will.fall very little (hort, aj the loweft computa¬ 
tion, of 800.000I. a year, and I ftate it moderately at that 
fum; for my opinion is, that it will amount to much more. 

Before 1 enter into the merits of the war itfelf, allow me 
to ftate to you, in what circumftances we engage in it, and 
what oih* capacity is to carry it on. This is a material point, 
and 1 hope will meet with more confideration in this Houfe, 
than feems to have been given to it in India In the delibe¬ 
ration of a wife Government, this point fhould have taken 
the lead. To look for quarrels, which we are able to main¬ 
tain, where the objedt is important, and the difficulty fncon- 
fiderable, however barbarous and unjuft, may ft ill pafs for 
policy in the eyes of the vulgar. But what opinion are we 
to conceive of the wifdom of a Government, wIig ►voluntarily 
plunge into a war, beyond all meafnre expenfive, who tell 
you that their refources are exhaujled , and totally inadequate to 
Jupport the cxpcnccs of the war ; that the importance of the places 
in difpute cannot he oppofrd to the ferious confequenccs of a war ; 
and that it is a contcfi that cannot, even if attended with the ui- 
moji fuccefsy prove advantageous to our affairs ! I yield to the 
fanguine hopes held out to us. 1 take it for granted in argu¬ 
ment, that a vidtory is probable, and a defeat impoffible 
that we/hall conquer and divide the dominions of Tippoo 
Sultan. Qn a contrary fuppofition, there would be no oc- 
I cafion for debate : the event would fpeak for itfelf, and I 
fhould teave you to he convinced by it. The following au¬ 
thentic documents require no comment; they reprefent the 
ftate of the finances of Bengal and the Carnatic at the outfet 
of the war. Bombay is out of the queftion. The war is 
a good thing, and they are ready to take part in it, efpe- 
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daily as they contribute nothing to the charge. You 
know that even their peace eftablithment is fupported by a 
remittance of four hundred thoufand pounds a year from the 
revenues of Bengal. # 

“ Mr. IlollonJ and Council to Lord Cornwallis. 

9th Jan. 1790. 

* “ Your Lordihip being well acquainted that the revenues 

of this Prefidency are totally inad<quate to the expences of a 
war, we fhall avail ourfelves of all opportunities of drawing 
on your Government,” 

“ Lord Cornwallis to John Hollond, Efq. 

• ,30th Match, 1690. 

“ So far am 1 from giving credit to tho late Government 
forceconomy, in not making the necelTary preparations for 
war, according to the pohtivo orders of the Supieme Go- 
•vernment, after having received the 1110ft grofs infult that 
could be offered to any nation, I think it very poflible that 
every tajh of that ill fudgedjaving ,, may coft the Company a crort 
of rupees . 

“ Fort St. George, 7 th Alay, 1790. 

“ Extract of Mr. Turing’s Minute. , 

“ From what the Pivfident has experienced fince his ar¬ 
rival, he muff be well acquainted with the embarrafled ft ate 
of this Government, whole current charges, even in times 
of peace, aie fully equal to its common refources; and now 
th«H we are involved in a moll expenhve war, 1 am really at 
a lofs to judge, even with every pofJ'Uc afjljlanec /) cm the Go¬ 
vernment cf Bengal, by what mode of iLippiy we fhall be able 
to anfuef; the exigencies of the fervice.” 

Loid Cornwallis, in Council, to l’ort St. George, 2.1 ft 
. - June, 1790. 

We need no* conceal from you, that the refources of 
Bengal, exhau/hd , os they ne, by drains of various kinds, 
duiing a long lc-ries ol luccellive velars, could not, even with 
the aid of the utmrft pimilualitv in his HiglmclVs payments, 
either according to tlu? terms of the treaty concluded with 
Sir Archibald Campbell, o> of thole of the proportions made 
to him bv the Court of 1>iicfTors, to which he lias lately 
acceded, long fupport fuch expences as thole with which the 
prefent war mull unavoidably he attended, without being re¬ 
duced to treat extremity of diftr/s. But we muff finely declare 
that, unlels the whote> or great part of the heavy arrears, 
which arc at prefent due by the Nabob of Arcot and the Ra¬ 
jah of Tanjore, can be Recovered, and a punctual dil^harge 
of the ftipulated propofitions of their revenues can be fecured 
Vol. XXVIII. 3 K itx 



in future, for foe general gobd, ife apt only forefee great 
immediate eipbarraSmdtt to the'Ctmifkhift finances, bufe 
alfo much ground for apprehenfion, that the ultimate fuccefs of 
the war may he greatly endangered * m 


“ Lord Cornwallis to Fort St. George, idtb Aug. 1790. 

“ At a dangerous junfiure, when the refources of Bengal . 
are totally inadequate alone to lupport the expences of thp 
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u General Meadows to the Council of Fort St. George, 14th 
Aug. 1790. 

ct On the ift.of Oftober, 1 will, if poflible, march to at* 
tempt the Ghauts; if this is practicable, it appears to me we 
may pany the monfo*m, and lhorten the war, which it would 
he economy to do, at any expence ; for we mujl be undone by 
procrajlintd.on^ 

Under circumftances fuch as thefe, I believe it will not be 
denied that a prudent Government, inftead of yielding to the 
impulfe of provocat ion and refentment, would have laboured 
to keep open every door to an accommodation— inftead of 
promoting a rupture, inftead of inflaming a quarrel, even 
with juft ice on their fide, would have done every thing they 
could to appeafe it. You are now to consider, on what fort 
of ground they have afted. I mean to feleft the principal 
fafts from the papeis on your table, and leave them to your 
judgement, with very little obfer^tion. There is no treaty 
of alliance or guarantee, that I know of, direftly between 
the India Company and the Rajah of Travancore; we'fcall 
him an ally, but in fact he is a dependant and tributary of the 
Carnatic; as fuch, he was included in the treaty ot perpe¬ 
tual friendiliip and peace between the India Company and o 
Hyder Ally in 1769, in common with fcveral others, pro¬ 
vided they d% not become the aggreffors again ft cither of the con - 
traflin? parties \ but^if they are aggrofth's y they are not^to be a[- 
JiJlcd by cither party. In this fenfe, lie was included in the lait 
treaty ot Mangalore, and, as fuch, I admit he is .entitled to “ 
proteftion. That point is not dilputed. The fhort diftinft 
queftion of right is, whether, by an,y aft of guarantee ex- 
• prefled or implied in that treaty* you arc hound to defend 
him in thole dominions alone which he poflefled at the date 
of the' engagement, or to extend your proteftion to fub- 
fequent acquifitions made by him, without your confent or 
knowledge* and condemned and prohibited by you, as foon as 
you were informed of it?—that is, in reffeft, whether any 
one of your tributaries may, at any time, by a clandeftinc 
aft of his own, or by provoking an attack, involve you in a ' 
war? If you determine that he may, you miy as well affirm 
. 1 3 * that 
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that tttfere never fhaflbe peace in Inlia. Your tributaries may 
implicate you'in their quarrels, without confuting you, or 
they may do it in collufifn with your own Governors. A 
treacherous Governor of Madras, for inftance, who wifbes 
to have a war, need only give the hint to a petty dependant 
Rajah to begin a difpute with fome of his neighbours, under 
3 fecret promife of afliftance. Provocation and refentment 
re-aft upon each otlicr. The fword is drawn ; the original 
merits of the difpute are perplexed or forgotten, and the war 
is declared to be a meafure of necefiity. Individuals turn it 
to account, and the public fortune is ruined by it. The 
Princes of that country are in gei oral reftlcfs, cunning, and 
ambitious. They catch at their immediate objtft with the 
eagernefs cfchilthen; they art? dextioys and artful in their 
means, and they have no fort of fciuple in the choice of them. 
Put, true wifdnm they have none: of a folid, permanent, 
1 emote inte;eft, they have no idea; otherwise would it be 
poffible that, with.all the expeiience of India before their 
eyes, with the fate of the ruined Nabob of Bengal, the vaf- 
fal Nabob of Oude, thebaniftied Rajah of Benaies, the Rana 
of Gohud, the Padflia himfelf, and twenty other proftrate 
Princes, the viftims of Britifh fiiendfhip, in their view, 
they fhould ever think of engaging in meafure* wlftdi might 
lead or ohbge tliein to call in our ufliftaiv.e ! T his Rajah of 
Travancore at lcaft might have been better i lift ruffed by the 
example of his immediate fupt rioi the Nabob of IS rcot, who, 
after walling a long life in peipetu.d intrigues with the Com- 
pany’-s fervants, with thu Kings Miniflers, and with adven¬ 
turers of O', ery denomination,—after fqijanderiiig millions 
without end to flip port a caballing in’ereft at Madras and in 
England,«mds himfelf ftripped at laft of territory, wen 1th, 
and dominion, and finally doomed to go out of life as naked 
as he came into it. The laft rifourcc of the lawful Nibob of 
the Cart:$t:C) is to file a bill in ( hancery againit the Kafl- 
India Company, to oblige them to account with him for the 
‘remnant of his revenues ! Such. 1 have no doubt, will be 
the fate of Travancore. We may poflibly protect him from 
tbe fword of Tippno Sijtan; hut I defy him to efcape from 
the devouring fiiendfhip ofihu Engiifli. 

1 he firft paper on your table, \s the Rajah’s letter to the 
Governor of bort St. Gcorce. of the i4*h <&f June. 1789- 
He fays, that <c at this time, Tippoo Multan approaches 
“ near to the fort of Crangam re, belonging to tic £>utch , with 
iC an intension of poflefling himfelf of it; that this fort was 
44 built at the difiance of about n gun-fhot from the boundary 
44 of his country * and that he fees the neceflity of uefend- 
u ing it, noNonlyon account of the protection and welfare 
44 of bis own country, but becaufe there now lubAAs between 
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cc the Dutch and him a pofitive engagement 'that, in cafe of 
“ being engaged in warfare, they lhall mutually affift each 
“ other,” In the firft place, Cranganore is at fome miles 
diftance, and not within gun-lhot of that line, which he 
calls his boundary, but which in reality includes a confider- 
able part of the territory of Cochin, acknowledged to be tri¬ 
butary to Tippoo Sultan. Rut, let the pofition of the fort 
he what it may, the queftion of pofleflion lay between Tippoo 
and the Dutch. If the Rajah be an ind pendant Prince, he 
may aflift the Dutch ; but let him do it at his own nfk. We 
are not bound by his engagements. On the other hand, if 
he depends on us for protedlion and fupport, he mull iubmit 
to be conduced by the hand*that protefis him. In ailing 
for himfelf beyond the letter of the guarantee, he virtually 
renounces any claim to the benefit of it. Neither is it true, 
that the forts in queftion were neceiTry to the defence of a 
country Jo Jlrong and difficult of accefs as Travanco) e #. The 
Governor and Council of Fort St. George lay^, “ they do 
“ not think them an object of any importance to the general 
u ftrengthof the Empire” Mr. Powney, the Company’s 
Refident, faysj, “Cranganore and laycotta will he found, 
* 6 upon examination, to he very incnnfi Jerable, and not ac- 
tc quifitioijs worthy of ferious competition.” On this point 
I am tlie more inclined to rely on Mr. Powney, becaufe in 
general l no difpofition in him to count*-raft the views of 
the Rajah. On the 9th of September, 1789, Lord Corn¬ 
wallis fays, “ \\p c?.nnur conclude ihEhttcr without oh- 
fining that tin. conduct of Mr. Powney Ice ms to hi*ve 
“ been inadvertent and hlameable, in having fo ufbly adopted 
the ideas of the Raiali and his M miller, relative to the ac- 
4t quifition of laycotta and the fort of Cranganore jxom the 
lc Dutch at this aiti* al jundlure.” Mr. P’owney makes his' 
defence, and Lord Cornwallis admits it, though l confefs it 
appears to ine extremelv infufficient. T he duty of»a Reft-' 
dent is to give intelligence, not opinions, to his fuperiors; 
efpecially voluntary and deciding opinions on great quell ions 
of State. He fays, u that he had alceitained the indi/putable 
cc right the Dutch had to dilpofe of the above places; that 
<c the Rajah of Cochin had not the.lelft connexion or claim 
iC to them; and that Tippoo could not, withjuftice, have 
* c any pretenhops to contelf the meafure.” If fo, the merits 
of the quarrel, and the neccffity of the war, are determined 
by the Refident at Travancore, in favour of the Rajah. I 
know nothing of this gentleman; but 1 think that fuch lan- 

* Lord Cornwallis, 15th Dec. 1789. 

+ 3d January, 179°- 
X 3d January, 1790. 
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guage, from any of the Company’s Refidents at an Indian 
Dufbar, fhould be liftened to with great referve. Mr. Pow- 
ney, we find, had had an early converfation with the Rajah’s 
Minifter on the fubjeft of the intended purchafc ; and it did 
not appear to him necejjary to communh ate what faffed on this oc- 
cajion between the Minifter and himjclf\ viz. to his own 
• Court. 

The next fa£t is, that the Rajah purchafes from the • 
Dutch the two places in dilpute between them and* 
Tippoo Sultan ; that is, the Dutch, unable or unwilling to 
contend with Tippoo, pendente lite make over their litigated 
right to the Rajah, who can no way maintain it, but at our 
rifk and ex pence. Whether the transfer of the forts was 
real or collufive, is immaterial; the •effect is the fame: he 
takes the quarrel on himfelf, without our knowledge, and 
then calls upon us to fupport it. In the hands of the Dutch, 
or even of the Rajah of Travancorc, if unconnedted with the 
Englifh, thefe forts, though eredled in a country dependent 
on his Governmrtit, might be of no great confequence to 
Tippoo, becaufe he has nothing to fear from either of them. 
Not fo, if they are to he poflelfed by the mojl formidable power 
in Hindojlan He confiders the transfer as in reality made 
to us, and in that fcnfe very reafonably oppoies it. He de¬ 
fires that the fores may be returned to the Dutch : lie ob¬ 
jects to innovations, and, with equal truth and moderation* 
fays', whatever is contrary to ujital cujlom , is improper. As 
foon as the Governor of Fort St. (^orge was informed of 
thefe tranfadlions, he flatly and pofitively condemned them. 
In the firft inftance, he gave the Rajah not only good ad¬ 
vice, but fair warning-}-. I think any purchalV of forts 
€i and lands from the Rajah of Cochin, who is a tributary to 
u the thief of My fore, will tend to irritate this Chief againft 
“ you, ind have the appearance of a collufive tranfa&ion. 
cc I have defired Mr. Powney fully to flate to you the ferious 
c< confequences which may refult from engaging at this time 
“ in any meafnres, that may produce difeuffion between the 
tc Chief of Myfore and yourfelf. I think it neceflary to in- 
cc form you, that this Government will not fupport you in 

any contefts you rtlay engage yourfelf in beyond the limits 
cc of your own pofleffioifs. Confider this advice of confe- 
<c quence, and as coming from your fincere friend.” When 
Mr. Hollond heard that the purchafe was coflcluded, he wrote 
to the Rajah again j. u I lament that you have taken this 
w indifereet ftep. I cannot approve of your having entered 

* Lord Cornwallis, 15th Dec. 1789. 
t 17th Auguft, 17S9. 

J 30th Auguft* 
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“ into a treaty with the Dutch for extension of territory, 
i( without theconfent of this Government, This very im- 
“ politic conduft makes you liable to a forfeiture of the 
“ Company’s protection; for you cannot expedt that they 
u will defend a territory, of which you were net poflefled 
,c when their troops were lent into your country, and which 
have been lince obtained without their alien t. 1 therefore 


il think ir neceflary you Ihould immediately give hack to 
the Dutch the places you have thus iiidifcrcetly received 
lt from them, and thereby eftablu'li your affairs precifely 
(c upon their former footing.” In Mr. Holiond’s correfpon- 
dence with the Government of Bengal, iht bane principles 
f re uniformly adhered to. TMb Preli lenr and Council of 
Fo* t Sr. George, ii v thsir letter of the 3d of January, 1790, 
very truly and prudently fay, “ It would he highly incon- 
u fifient to luffer the imprudent, ralh, and uurcatoinhle con- 
** duct of a tributary of the Carnatic to he a caufe of con- 
“ trntion; and we are of opinion it would lie rather advife- 
<c hie to avoid, if poffible, precipitating pufilic affairs into a 
€i picdicament that might eventually involve a v.;ir, The 
c ' m ccnduft of the Rajah has, in our opinion, been unwar- 
<c rentable on every principle of policy and 7uflice- It is 
<( nor, th refore, entitled to the fupport of Government ; 
ie . and the moft fair and honourable mode of adjufling all dif- 
* 6 f rences is, probably, either to let urn the forts to the 
tc Dutch, or, if they will not receive them hack, to raze 
“ them to the ground ”* In my opinion. Sir, this lull would 
have been the moft advifeable expedient. ’ "1 he Rajah, on hit 
own principles, ought to have thmolifhcd them the moment 
he got pofleffion of them. The lhbjoCl matter of the difpute, 
and every pretence for jealoufy cn either fide, would tlien 
have been removed. His only apprehenfion is, t u ot Tippoo 
Jhouldy of a JudiLriy poffrfs him!clf of them ; fur, ludephuieni cf 
this confederation , there Is not the fumlUf h.ncLt or ac¬ 

cruing to m» from the pofjcjjion of lurMtab and Cmngcnore 1 . I 
know nothing of Mr. Hollond, thereto;0 cannot b-j lufpedfetl 
of oppofing his perfonal reputation to th.*t « f Lord Cornwal¬ 
lis, which l know is unimpeached. I he nv-uits of the rnea- 
fures in queftion are to be.tried by £»£hTmd principles, not 
by charaiters. Even the chancier of I ipprn Sultan ought 
not to be admitted into the debate. VvT h *vo no right to 
revert to grievances that exifted before the treaty of Man¬ 
galore; and if we had, perhaps it might he found, upon a 
fair inquiry, that even he is not fo b.id ns he is painred. In 
queftums of right between the natives of India and our repre- 
fentatiws there, the evidence on which, we give judgement 


29th September. 


IS 





is tranfmitjjpd t» us byone ofthe parties; the other is rtever 

* t heard. Mr. Hollondj for aught I know, may have hten 
guilty of the fordid offences imputed to him ; he may luvv 
defrauded the India Company of four lacks and a half of pa¬ 
godas, or 180,cool., with which I fee him charged by the Na¬ 
bob of Aicot Be it fo. When his accufers bring him to 
jufHce, 1 fliall believe they are in earneff. On the fulv^ 

* immediately before us, in my opinion he did right; and I 

am not Angular in thinking fo. The Governor General* 
and Council, in their leiier to Fort St. Gcoig^* of the 1 ph 
of September, 1 /or, have expreifed themfelves to the fain.; 
cffeX, in terms and on principles which T adopt vrithou* 
refervc. I beg leave to lead tg you the three hrff paragraphs 

of this letter: • m 

“ The Governor General has communicated to us v*\ r 
4< letter, dated the 16th ultimo, which he received yefterduy, 
€C and we think thefubjeX of it of fo mu< h conic pa net:, that 

* iC we lofe no lime in declaring our entire di (approbation r.t 
tc the conduX of the Rajah of Trnvancore, and in requeliirg 
46 that you will take immediate fteps to leflrain him fiom e:i- 
cc gaging in any new connexions, either with the Dutch or 
tc with the Ral.di ot Cochin, as they muff not or.!7 he highly 
u offeniive to Tippoo, but might juftly be conCdered as tii- 
“ reX infractions of the late treaty of peace. * 

cc Should Tippoo, in violation of that treaty, become the 
u aggttiTor, by attacking the Rajah or Travancore’s f erpto- 
4i ries, without provocation, we are hound, hv confidcrations 
“ of honour and intereft, to protect Vim with our whole 
<c force. But fnould he provoke Tippoo, by making cor - 
u clulive j)urc!iales of foits or places in the territories oi ore 
“ of his tributaries, not only without his content, but';'*?:: 

at thotime that fuch tributary was threatened with In,? re- 
(i fentmciy:; and fhould he, in particular; interfere in any 
u manner whatever in the difputcs between Tippoo and ti.e 
(i Raja!* of Cochin, who is his acknowledged tributary, he 
tl will juftly draw Tippoo’s refentment upon himlelf, and at 

* u the lame time forfeit all riglit to tlic Company’s friuidihip 
<c or interference in his favour. 

u Wc muff beg that#you will, without lofs of time, (k«te 
“ theie lentiments in the ftrfcngeft term ; to the Rajah of Tra- 
“ vancore; and reprefent to him, that prov.dcd he willob- 
tc Drve a ffriX neutrality in all the difputfcs am^ngil his 
tc neighbours, he may depend upon the moft complete pro- 
(c teflion from the Company. But that, on theflthcr hand, 
ts our regard to the faith of treaties will entirely put it out 
46 ot our power to interfere, if he fliould refolve upon en- 
“ gaging in tranfaXions* which muff be confidered by ali 
u the world as aXs of violence and injuftice.” 
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prbdent as this appears toTja, 1 fee no reafon why they fhdtrld 
have {offered themfelves to be involved m the qneftton of 
right between T'ppoo and the Dutch. I lament the fafit, 
but 1 am unable to account for it. In their letter of the 
13th of November, they lay, 


<c 3d. If upon inveftigition that may have been made be* 
ct fore your receipt of thefe mftrumons, the independent 
“ right of occupancy in the Dutch, as we have defined it, 
“ fhould have been cleaily and incontrovertibly afcertamed, 
4C thepofleilion of the I rav incore Raj ill is to be maintained 
** and defended; and you will notify this determination to 
w '1 ippoo, with the g-oundsupon which it has been formed.” 


In the preceding letter, the reftraint impofed upon the 
Rijah from engaging in any connexions with the Dutch , is ab* 
folute and unconditional. 

Allow me to remind you, Sir, th it we are now confider- 
mg a queftion of fa£t, by ltfdf, and independent of its con¬ 
fluences, namely, whether T ippoo or the Rajah was the 
aggKffor in this quariel * 1 defiie nothing bettei thin to let 

it he deudtd by the authority of Loid Cornwallis The 
Raj 1I1 Ivipn by engaging in new connexions u th the Dut k 9 
and by maL w s conchi/io pur chafes of forts or ph es in the terri¬ 
tories cf one of the tr ibutaries of Tipp 0 Sultan , not only without 
his conjent , lut even at the time that fuchti ibutarywas threatened 
with his 1 efentment; thit is, he give the fpecific provocation, 
wli ch, Lord Cornwallis iffiims, would juflly draw T*ippods 
riftntment upon himfelf and at the fame time for fit all right to 
the C ompanys fnendjhip or inttr fucnce m his favour . In oppo- 
fition to the evidence of your fenles, you may deny the fa£ ; 
hut, unleis you 1 enounce vour reilon too, you cannot den) 
the concluhon. Mr. Powney has tiktn mothci ^ourfe ; and 
I mult own that, if there lnctbeen any myfte* y in the tianf- 
a£hon, he ha* efFe&uilly cleared it up. In his letter of the 
4th of Auguft, 1789, aftci the purchafe of the forts was 
concluded, Jieliys, u 1 lie Rajah, by the defence of thefe 
fe places, fhould they now he attacked, cinnot be confidered 
<c as the aggreflor of hoftilities, fir the y become a part of 
u Ins poffeffions, as he would have been, had he rendered the 
<c affillance he intended when they belonged to the Dutch.” 
To hive taken a pirt wnh the Dutch, in def r nc^ of the forts* 
would have made him the aggieffor; but now he not the ag- 
greflor; why ? heciufehe his taken the defence of them en¬ 
tirely on himfelf. In the firft inftance, h« might hive pleaded 
his alliance with the Dutch. But no; he thinks it better to 
purcliale the quarrel for his own ufe, becanfe then he con¬ 
cludes )ou will fupport him in it, that is, that you will take 

it 
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it apart ypurtW^fi. 3D& you trih&it the d$m$k>n to be va- 
^%Jiid > Id the difference real ? it it iniportant? dees it conftitute 
a ground Efficient for involving India in a war ? The Rajah 
affirms that Sir Archibald advtfed the purchafc of theft two 
places on every account from the Dutch , and that he had pur chafed 
them With the knowledge^ and agreeably to the advice of the Go¬ 
vernor. 1 hefe affertions coft nothing. The Court of Di¬ 
rectors fay, that nothing appears on the madras records to cor¬ 
roborate the affertion of the Rajah . Sir Aichibald Campbell 
fays, I can venture to affirm, from memory, that I neither 
countcnmctd nor advtfed the Rajah m the purchafc of Cranganore 
and Iaycotta. Sir Archibald Campbell and the Rijah are at 
lflue. Id) not believe that any man ferioufly fufpeft* the 
veracity of Sir Aiqhibald Campbell; Uut, if you fupport the 
principle of the war, if you adopt and defend the original 
right of the puichife, you prafticalfy determine that bn 
Archibald Campbell h is been guilty of a falfehood, To pro- 
• # teft the Rajah, while you declare him to be an impottor, is 
impofiible. That Jhe prefent war origimtes fiom an aft of 
theRa;ah, and that he was the aggreflbr in this quarrel, ap¬ 
pears to me to be as clear as evidence can make it. But, in 
politics, as well as morals, the aggreflbr is bound to anfw'er 
for all the confequences of hi*- aggieflion. He, who give* 
the fiift offence, not only provokes but juftifies die relent- 
ment, even though it fhould exceed the meaiuie of the of¬ 
fence. In my opinion, Tippoo Sultan had a right to ittack 
the Rajah of I lavancore: he was not the aggreffoi, for he 
did not do jt without provocation . BuP, even granting the 
contrary to be true, and that his attaching the lines on the 
29th of December, was an aft of unprovoked hoililitv, it 
dees not neccflarily follow, that w r e ought to have confiaaed 
Jhim from that mmertas at war with the Company . A fair and 
honourablg opening was ftill left to an accommod ltion. He 
did not pa (were m attacking the hereditary dominions of the 
Rajah,* In his letter of the ift of January, 1790, he dif- 
a^ows thehoftil.ty of the 39th of Decc mbeij|t he fays it had 
happened without his intention; that he hid recalled his 
troops, and tint back fome people, whom they had captured 
and brought with then;. I do not mean to infift on the truth 
of thefe declarations; the diiavowal was lufficient, and ought 
to have been accepted, as a ground for negociation What 
latisfaftion had wc fiom Spam 111 the affair of Falkland 
Iflands 5 —a diiavowul; 01 in the laft affm of Nootka Sound 5 
—a difavowal. Does any man believe that the^pamfh offi¬ 
cers afted without aiders > No, Sir; the principle of the 
admiffion 1$, that, when the intention of hoftihty is difowned, 
pacific meafures may be fufficient for the purpofe of repara¬ 
tion and fecurity. We ought to have feiaed the opportu- 
Voi. XXVIII. 3L ‘ mty 


441 



. t ^ tJjSfot'Tippotf %$4i$ ijfeff'pf %w*rtf U he fi&4 

fai wata|4 have hfegcm'it, ^5%e niigpt have cLcuip. ejflfe^uKT^t 
bV invading a#d Pyer^hnniirg the Cvirn^f ic. Ij^Ofin the 2 X;fcli 
dr^eceilibet tothe fft of Mat^la^he^ ieetns to have Hgen 
au drtintemipt^d'fufpefifiort of holHITm .Sturdy, feme ulc 
mtgWhave'fe^en made of’that lon|f interval,t& bring a'ont 
^'-accominodnftiGn* On fhe iit of fylireh, the Rajah’s 
j advancedJrbm ike V nes to demoVjh and'de : rov the appara¬ 
tus.^ it battery, jbhith Tijppoo ions pi sparing to firm* An en- 
eng'agenlent followed of couife, and they c in it* l their poll#. 
In thefe and the fubfu^uetU JwJftilufos, fhe ho mur of ourGo- 
vernment Va$ no,way 1 cotrimitted. We might ilill have ail¬ 
ed with efloci as umpire* and mediators. 

I do not queltidn that the war has been conduced with ns 
much oeconorriyy vigour, and expedition, a:; the natute of 
the forvice, the climate, and the comm y, would peiinit.— 
But, in a wardu India, the firft aie not eh he expend— the 
fecond are not to be overcome. The drmght and carriage 
bullocks for an army of fevenieen iVoufond men, are ifiimaicd 
at thirty thoufand, at aho\e 24 ,i 6 j], a month, drivers in¬ 
cluded* Private letters affirm i!iar the real number exceeds 
forty thcmUud. If the two oilier armies!, which weie def- 
* titled and preparing to take the field, arefopplied irvthef;une 
proportion, you will find, that, in the fiugh-at tide of bul¬ 
locks, you incur an jmiii. :1 pxpence of 7w3.0soL Having 
ho military knowledge f (ImII not venture to torrn a conjec¬ 
ture, how fuch a fine of maid) is to be protected by fo fmail 
a force, efpecially agdnit an enemy extremely fuperior 
in cavalry. From this (ample of your i-*xpence, you, may 
, imagine, for I defy you to judge, what the total jhav 
amount to. In ny opinion, if the whole account *l\ ere made 
upahd ciofed at the prefent hour, four millions Iterling would 
not .clear ii. General Meadov. s very tn*| y declares, that we 
rhtlfi'be tDidoqwp procraj}'nation ; rfhd, for mu parr, l have no 
' cloubt thiH behus donee /fry thing fiut cm: hi h . done by hu¬ 
man activity to fhorten th«- war. Vet the ficl is, that his 
army, (leffecHy prepared an ! appointed fur lervice, was af- 
feflsfbfed *at Tritchhjopoly in March luT and that by the 
middle of September they had reached Coimbatore, without 
^ppoHtion, wltbput having foen an enemy* "The; ilir*e£f cLfo 
ttmee feems tq'be'about iio mil*s; the march may be feme-, 
thingmofe.b ftiije of your finances in India, Hhull 

offi$r;you but oh&c^feryation more, and with that I Ih^ll dif- 
jftiftthe fubjeSJh At theouifet of thswar, the.Governraent 
oF Songal^ feting toothing hut paper m their treafory, are 
4 ..y;“ ■* 3 obliged 
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obliged'U falli tta intereft atf mei&ywm £bc m$ eight ttf 
twelve pet cent*, artdtbeir to Madras is of 

tight Fapks of rupees in gold* It is a bad fynrtptom of the 
fUte of fpecle tn Bengal, when fo fmall a into as $o,oool. 
could nett be remitted n filw^ The lofts ofj the exchange or 
re-coinagt; of gold mphurs waft' be vfery csptfftderable. The 
OdvennneM of Madras fay thitt they had" adyerrifed for 
w propoials for, paying in tons of raoneyin Artot or other 
tl rupees, and that they had recoprfe to thefe, roeafure^ |jrdm 
f< the Nizami vaqueel having declined receiving pagod^in 
4i payment of the balance, amounting to'rupees 8,06,66'^, 
<c for current pt-ihcufli and arr0§fs»* 

l have Hated to you the origin of th^war^ and the means 
of carrying ir on. Let us' now confid^r *lre main objed and 
effe& of it 9 fuppofing we fucceed. It is to fuhvett one of 
the declared fundamental principles of the British policy ever 
fince we had an ettab'ifhment in the Carnatic; it is to in- 
cieafe a power at alk times formidable to us, but now more 
formidable than ever ; it is to bring that power, with anew 
acceffion of ihrngth and territory, fo much nearer to our 
own frontier, by breaking d« 5 wn and deftroying the dttft bar¬ 
rier betw* en us, Inftead of argument on this fubjeo^E fliall 
give you authority, which Lbelieyeyou will find difficult: 
to refift. It is that of the Court of Directors, in feveral 
fucceflions; it is that of your Government of Madras, in un- 
fufpe&ed times; it is that of Mr. Duprd, a man of the' 
founded and cleareft capacity among all the Company's fer- 
vaiits, with whom I have been acquainted; it is that of Mr. 
Huttings, a man of talents without difpute, and of talents to 
Be trutted too, as long aa they were guided by the folid judge¬ 
ment of Mr. Ouprt. In effect, it it the authority of Lord 
ClivtS not itt terms, but plainly to be collected from his 
conduct. 


Extra&s of Letters from the Court of Directors to Fort 
• St. George. 


u 25th March, 1768. Par. 45. The Mahrattas, inftead 
of being reduced, aie like to be aggrandized by their con- 
quefts of the My fore dominions, which bring them fo much 
nearer to the Carnatic.” 

“ 13th May, 1768. Pat. 7. That you IhOuId have re- 
courfe to the Mahrattas for that afliftance is ftill more alarm¬ 


ing ; and from the fpirit of your negoci^tiotls with Mauda? > 
row, and your wrld propofal to Bengaliof putting up one of. 
Shaw Allfim’s fons, we fear all the barriers to the Mahratta 
power will be broken dbtfo, and that they will add thSs D»* I 


* 


19th March, 1799. 
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nawen that stfcBt- yonv . 

OMonm of the whole." _v 
‘ “ Pat. 8. Lord Clive loon 'difcetned that it f<£r #*«>- 
fatittt' of Sujab stl Hewlah) wquld have broken down the 
ftroflgeft barrier againft the IHahrattas and (he northern 
Powers, and therefore wifely reftored Sujah Dowlah to his 
dominions: fuch, too, fhomd be yonr condudt with refpedt 
to the Nizam and Hyder Ally, neither of whom is it our in- 
tetfeft Ihould be totally crufhed* 

1 “ 17 th March, 1769. Par. 17. Your proceedings of the 
28th of .April, fUll leave ns reafon to apprehend you may enr 
ter into engagements, with tfi'e Mahrattas for a body of borft, 
which we think 'wiU have very fatal confequencrs, by liar- 
raffing and laying wafte your own country, as well as the 
enemy's; and we apprehend, notwithftanding the vaft fum of 
money they will coft, they will be of very little ufe, it not 
being probable they will expofe themfelves much for our fer- 
vice; and when yon have occafion to difengage youtfelves 
from them, difagreements may arife of dangerous confe* 
quen<^£ . 

“ ■Ri March, 1769. Par. 4. We repeat, we (hall not 
think ourfelves fecure while we have a foldier or fepoy in that 
country (Myfore), nor till we fee it given to fotne Power, 
who may preferve it as a barrier againft the Mahrattas, and 
.who may be an ulefuhally, fhould we ever have occafion- to 
■call in the affiflanct of a country power." 

“ 30th June, 1769. Par. 5. We mu ft fay that, Upon 
principles of policy, we wifh for a peace with Hyder Naigue, 
whenever it can be obtained on the moft moderate terms. 

** Our beft policy is tp check their growth by every op¬ 
portunity, or, at leaft, to avoid lending oiir own force to 
their aggrandizement, which we certainly do, as often as we 
engage in wars with the few remaining Chiefs in India, who 
are yet capable of coping with them.” 

** Par. 7. Nizam Ally and Hyder Naigue are two of* 
tjhofe Chiefs, and it is our true intereft to preferve a good 
■underftanding with them.'" 

Opinion of Mr. Dupri l and Mr. Hajlings: 


'* We are flearly of opinion, that if the Company were 
gjfce take a part with either, ( viz. the Mahrattas and Hyder AllyJ 
0*he ftippogtmg of Hyder, as a barrier againfl the Mahrattas , 
Atoquld be far more eligible, than to throw the whole power 
into the hands of thf Mahrattas, by uniting with rthem to 
*&&ice Hyder Ally, and add the Myfore dominion to theirs." 


“ Extract 



*#nw? '*!<*'ipiwfw ’ 

« Sxusft«f r * ''tops ifa JU& 49 Waa£taft hfFort 

&UGeefg« *» the Ce^ dated 29th Sept. 

i’J t appear* that fptt look upon Hyder Ally as a principal 
barrier to the Mahratta power, and that it would not be for 
* the tntereft of the Carnatic t$at he Ihould be entirely reduced. 
The 12th paragraph of your commands of 33d March laft, 
received per 3 Lonl Mansfield, ftrongly confirms that Opinion, 
and we are fully fenfible of the fatal confequences that muft 
enfue to the Carnatic, Ihould the Mahrattas gain peffeffion 


ofthe Myfore country. 

«« We have all along thought it impolitic to the laft'de¬ 
gree to taife the power of the Mahiatjas, already too great, 
and dangerous; our reafonings at large fepport this pro- 
poll t ion. * 

, (Signed) Jof. Dupre, 

’ ■ Warren Haftings, 

Jofeph Smith, 

* Samuel Ardley.” 


“ Extra# of a Letter from thePrefident and Council of Fort 
St. George, to the Court of Directors, dated 12th Odt. 
1770. 

** AH the ideas we draw from your letter*, ore clearly 
againft railing the power of the Mahrattas, and we are clearly 
of that opinion alio.” 


1 lhall offer you but one remark on {hefe declarations. At 
tte time when they were delivered, the Mahrattas were by 
no means fo powerful as they are at prefent. Since that pe¬ 
riod, the upper part of Indoftan has been over-run by Ma- 
dajee Sgindia. The capital of the empire, and the King's 
perfon, are in his pofleflion. The houfe of Tamerlane is 
gone; the Mahomedan Princes are reduced to nothing. The 
Mahratta power encroaches ir\ all quarters, and gatheis. round 
us every day. The only Mahomedan Power, capable of 
• making an effeftive Hand againft them, was that of 1 ippoo 
Sultan. If this war iliould be attended with all the fuccefs 
which you aie encouraged to expert, there is but one way in 
which you can make a prqdent and beneficial ufe of it. Be¬ 
ware how you give away his territory to the Mahrattas, or 
take any part ot it yourfelves. Since you fay he is the ag- 
greflor, exadt the penalty from him in money. Your true 
policy is, to take revenue without territory. As long as he 
occupies a place in the fcale, he may help you tfi balance the 
power of the Mahrattas. Let him govern his country him- 
felf-. When you take af our compenfation in money, you re- * 
ceive it without deduction, and you know wbat it Ihould 
mount to. The revenues of a newly*acquired territory are 
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'AST jyjyyiL »1 inf »_*. .. ■«•.- v flKPLfcgrf 

to# iiifljRciE wra to twpfw w cprawi emne Etwnt^nr^ rot* 
trffti createjr new otvil to govOm* to coUe$, 

$tid t« manage. * Vo® hV#*a opw line of frontier* and of 
courfe you tnp&1t$vfe an dldiHonal^U&iry force to defend 
it. When th^expence# ate doodled* the balance is yout 
profit!* Compare U Wi f h the $Wfife* and diftiefe which you * 
hsly* fufiered by^ the war, with tbt* money yon have fpent 
4 ft’d the ddhttf you have incurred* and then you will know 
Whether the v«a)ue of the acquisition he a return for wl.at it 


on. 


'F&ve delivered my opinion/ in ftroirg, hut liberal term*. 
I hbpe, of this trdnfajjjlion* J;t vyasmyduty todo fo. The 
charaftef of L'ord.^3®rnwaHis has, indeed* , been impeached 
in tkh Houfe* k mjjiy not be a neeeffary, but 1 feel it to be 
an honourable duty in to defend him. An adlive friend of 
Mr. Hidings has Thought, himfelf at liberty to affert, that 
Lord Cornwallis has uniformly ppifued the fyftem and a£led 
on the principles of Mr/ Ha flings. My con toft on that 
point ftoot with tbehonourabie Major, On the fuhjefl of 
the impeachment, Jbe is a privileged perfon. 1 consider him 
as the advocate and reprefenitative cf his friend, and I liften 
to him : with the fame credit and.afient that I would do to 
Mr* Haflioc,s hiinfeif—with great allowance, and feme re- 
ferve., But. he has called upon his honourable friend, tbs 
Chairman oLthe Court of Directors, the reprefentative of 
the India Company and of the Government of India in this 
Jloufe, to warrant and fupport the truth of the aflertion; and 
I mnft own, the anfwer given to this appeal was as fullafJd 
complete an affirmative as the honourable Majbr could have 
enpe^ed. The Chairman of the Court of Dire&ors, fo 
c41^upon, did in hi $ place declare, that Lprd Cornwallis , 
htl4\ifeirarmly adopted the principles and trodderi in the 
ftepseff Mr. Haftings, in every department of his govern¬ 
ment ^'fa ticularlj in his revtmtofyftem. T he Houfe of Com¬ 
mon % have impeached Mr, Haflingft for high ciimes arid mif- 
demeapors. On their own principles, il««-y ought to impeach 
j^?d Cornwallis, if they betieve the Chairman of the Court 
‘ of Directors. On ^principles, they/ought to reward Mr* 
Huftings inftead of accufidg him.* But 1 am at iffue with 
thatg^nttetnan upon the fndt. Jdeny that Lord Cornwallis 
fread^fh the fteptf of Mr. Haft in gs, particularly in his fyftem 
•of crille^ipg the reyenues.— Mr . Francis was called 

U order ty for mining the fubjeft of debate A - 

u : i Tubfoii^tb the fenfe of the Houfe; though 1 own 

5 t i queftion mgbfcrially conned edwiiftt he bufiri&fs 
, firii* ft had Heeh' flarced, rarjgjJroper t&ffc 

1 tftd conduct of 6U* affairs in India/ 

Wfhttes and irherge^cies fo critical as thefe, beco#- 

* ' muted 
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where. ‘ !' t ( Hutfi A 4 

On the or the 'war, J4M* otter yea but ,ope ob» 

{eismp^ m^ • |tlW^'% t 4^ bqte 'We 

are myol?*4 . hi, Sft }Wm% top the 'in)jpurfeft 

conilmflipn^ <rf ItengaU Vou 

itnye a nonri&fCai^^fiKfWt,*WHliana* a^yoiimve * no¬ 
minal dlrfdlon *$to|i^6nly. the Gay^n^jr^Geiierfl 

is not bouj^'b^,tlVe\UiW^fM^ ojurtioa.of jl^ounml 
hi$i>wn s but, in'fgjfiaa* h,e ; fta& no Coujnqit % #dvift'Bi$b. 

]t requires vigotor.as capacity, it req.mtes; mdepert* 

tlcnce of fituation as.wcjl ;i»s mtegiity,' to j^pofo fo gt’eat 
an authority and poster epftrttof a U^emfe^^'lSBnttfai, arul 
fapported as Lord Oprjiwallis is known to hK^pportted. Da 
you think that, if any one of thefeg£qtieineii hm entered <a 
refolure, # \vell-argued pcbteft in .Counciiagaiiirt the war, on 
tIiff*gtounds and principles on winch 1 pro left ag^inftjt h^n?, 
do you think'that, the meafure could hav^ proCe.ded ? My 
I/;rd Cornwallis, Tam petfuadcd, would have Jiitened to 
luch argument. 'Thu molt delermined nmn ili&t lives, JL 
think, vxpuld have flatted at the refixmftbdh-y hu wasjgoiqg" 
to take 1 upon himh If. Had it been my unfortunate ‘tor, -as 
it has been heretofore, to belrcond in that (Jo:;nciC*l would ' 
have remonftrated in H piivate with Lord Cornwall is; if Uia? 1 
had failed, 1 would have recorded .rtay, dilitnt, and llated iny 
real on s for it in the proceedings ;€>f the Council; and I Can¬ 
not but.believe that the war wenild have teen prevented. . 

lihe motions which lain now to fubmic to.theiioufe, are 
all of them narrative, except the two laft. The facts are 
fluted in the terms of the letters, from which they are-col- ’ 
levied, yhe concluding refolpiioh is^,worded as arhtiaufly. 
as' it could be, to avoid perfl nal cenfure. ''The Uiref.loi:s, oti * ” 
a limilar occafion,^have marie ^ute of the fame language 
They wi/h for a jx*ace witli Hyder Ally, \whe evar it mn bt 
obtained ni the moji moderate terms. Thenflnal refolution^ . 
which I (hail propoie to you, is, that fuch orders »riay be \ 
tranfmitted to India, as may tend mo ft fpeeJJ 1 y tto procure* 
p-ace with Tip poo Sultan, on moderate and equitable terms* * 

The firfl morion is/-* 4 Thafc the prefent wal* '.with Tjpjjmo 
u Sultan appears to have originated in the purebate of 
14 ganore and Avacotra of the Dutch,. by the fVjah of Tira- 
“ vancore.** 1 he fa£V, I conceive, is not to be difputed* : 5 l 

When Mr. Hippdley had feconcied the motion; t , ,,,, ■ 

Mr .Dandasrok and remarked that, alfehdegh he d id no&c. fyfr* 
mean to mention.tte-cirqumftance as a fekuer of 
yet, he muft take the. liberty to expr.efe.;hte 
that of 





ifc'sifaP orr^Mabte, 

MU'great aa^fWm m m 

. qi wkdlj urtnoticeifc ddHM wH dtUcBof his roaftming 
uport certain extr&fts and refplutions, dfdd upward* of 
twenty years ag% and upon certain papers which if would 
have hpsit more regular and fair to hpve had upon the table, 
inftead of their having been pulled out of the private pockets 
of the gentlemen wbtr referred Wtbem. From all that lie 
had heard, however, he had drawtw condufioni fo dire&ly 
ttijpofite to thofe which the honourable gentleman had dated, 
tifett, as Toon as the motions lhould be dilpofcd of, he was 
determined not to leave it a neutral quemon, but would 
himfelf bring forward othfr tefolutions, approving of the 
conduft of the go^mment abroad, of the conduS of oui 
allies, and of the, whole conduft of £arl Cornwallis. In 
In what he was about to fay he would lay afide, and put 
wholly cut of his argument the queftion of the cxpences of 
the war. hjot but that lie was ready to admit, and to la¬ 
ment that the war we were unfortunately then engaged ut, 
was a very expenfive war, fo fenoufly expmfiw, that no* 
thing could juftify it but coniiderations of juft ice, of policy, 
and a facred regard of treaties folemnly entered into, and 
for the due ohlervance of which the narion ll faith ftood 
pledged? Neither the fafety of the Government of India, 
hor the chan&er of any one man concerned in it, belonged 
to the queftion then before the Houfe. Making this re¬ 
mark, be had not the leaft intention to dilavow the Refo- 
Jutions of 1782. *He lhould give his moll unequivocal ap¬ 
probation to thofe refolutions, and he was equally really to 
applaud that a& of 1784, winch was gioundnl upon the 
fyftemspublifhed in the refolutions which foibade Govern¬ 
ment from making war for tile purpofes of conqurft, and^>f 
iXtfenfion of dominion in India. The,honourable gentle 
man's extrafts from his fpeech which he had made when the aft 
of 1784 was paffing, if it meant any thing, it went fo far as 
to fay, that no Government lhall make war multi any cir- 
crumftancea or under any provocation; it rr\nnt that when 
t>Ur pofleffions were overrun with invadeis, we ftiould tike 
H6 ffaufewhatever to repel them «or relent thur encioach- 
mentMBn the prefent cafe, tin attack was aftutlly made 
fey Tippoo Sultan on the lines of Travancoie, which we 
awWe bound*as allies to refent, and upon that giound alone 
"hifil we entered into the war. By the treaty of Mangalore 
the Rajah of Travaacoje became our ally, and it was then 
^agreed, that if awy^ttacks were made on the antient pof- 
& 0 fam of the ftapih, we wereto defend him. The queftion 
ffeenVas, whether the Rajah’s cohduft had been fuch as to 
„ uratfani our defottiup uf him# To this he would anfwcr, that 

: 1 . 4 m t * it 



#/ v ' *■ •V- vr; ; v $ 

1 C 3f\^| f’ " jjj^? 


^msrn 


»m&% 

flSrb «r lar 


^(?;^^^bTi j|g;S^fe’»l t tfeeyrar, j^( not 
is.MMri,'-, wmiff)^ them, 'doubt 

•'%* army 

. of -i Travad|or* Mptfehad . 

ihadpMy.rOjppifllldt agaihfttheRajah’s condu&i an#What 
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of Cranganore add Iacotta. • Bet thefln fe»gf to that;excel¬ 
lent Geographer; Major Elliott’s aiccoupnV^ the IVlylprean 
-fenily! Let then} recollect, alfo, the uniherfal papt'c t^ial 
prevailed "in the'JVyancprf country on Tippoo’s d^rini- 
nittionto go^o wir- If the Rajah, therefore, ’baity not ob¬ 
tained poflelfton of the ttyo forts in quef).i<m A . have 

been, infane. The tyro tori* had before be^p »h the jrofleffion 
of,the Dutchwho-cquld not. maintain them. IF they'hadfai- 
l,en into the hands of Tjppoo, he niould have bpen Jn the pof- 
feffion of the key to the Rajah' of Traysmcores country. 
B^t, let not the honourable gentleman call it.-a; eellu j fiv& bar- 
gq«n : that bargain was avowed by the King o/vlTrayancore, 
a»| bad nothing collufive in its naturp* For, Who did'tbefe 
fqjb helpng to but the Dutch, who had conquered them from 
the Portuguese, and had them in poiTeffion for. more than a 
ceimuy, independent ofTippop, and independent of the Ra¬ 
jah o£ t^ochin ? The Dutch had as much fight |o dfifpWG; of 
} ail’d transfer them, as we bad to give up any of our polieflibns. 
If we wen? to purchafe Cochin from the Dutch, fhould w,e 
be guilty of any breach of treaty? and it would prove !t.hg 
wife ft thing for the Dutch to do, and for us toaccept,' 
With^reg ird * p Tippoo’s claim of right to the forts, what. 
authority vjej: .there for it but his own bare affertion ? And, 
on tl}? ; other fide, ,there was the indifputable .fa 61 , that the- 
Dutch had }*eeniaA.ual1y.iv>lTeired of thefe forts fpr more 
than a cmtiwy^ ■ jVith refpadi to the next complaint, that 
theRajafcuft Trayancdre harboured Rajahs A,Qd ^aipindars 

? hp!hatl'ied from the dominions of Tippbo, • the Rajah of 
ravancore had ordered them to quit his CQunfi&as loop as 

he feceiv|d.the tpellage frptn. Tippo^; apji 

of Ifpes landing in the tettitprxqf 

tb« 2j'.grant tf thp'rigb.tTA"i 1 %^ *1*^ 

tteret, frqib the.roirmer Rajah’s pf < 5 p 6 ^ih, affl'jthifep^td been 
no-change made, fiocft ihff treaty M wiiihMhtp, ana at that, 
v. 9L , xxvnr. m ' ■ :; wa* 
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therefore, thatfTippoo ufed Hbqjp M& Charge* 

merely as pretexts* Upon tbeTntye& of um dffllteot opfoi- 
ons that had prevailed in the gotyicils of Fort St. George and 
Calcutta* it pmft be obferved, that Lord Cornwallis, from 
his umfortft conduct and known character, jvould not have 
gone into the war^bW’on grounds of ^expediency, juftice,' 
and policy. He meant not, however, to reft thls&rgument 
the};; if Lord Cornwallis had involved this country in an 
unjuft, ruinous and expense war, without a juftifiable caufe, 
let not his character, howfoever highly it may Hand, prove 
a fhield to protect him ! Let Lord Cornwallis rife or fall by 
his condutt. As to Mr. Hollond, he really was concerned 
at the manner hfwhy:h he had been mentioned by the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman. Heaven forbid that he ffiould load 
any man in his ahfence, or aecufe him when he was npt able 
to be heard m Ibis defence; but, it was with the foiled con¬ 


viction in lus mind, that he declared he ^believed it would 
have been better for the country if Mr Hollond had followed 
the advice of others rather than a£ted upon his own opinion* 
The mftiuflions fent him by Lord Cornwallis contained hy¬ 
pothetical diredtions for every poffible cafe, and a6tmg under 
the canclvrfiofts drawn from them, he could fcarcely have 
erred, Thofe IhftrudHons were clearly penned in policy. 
Could Tippoo ha\e had any one objeft under the fun in ob¬ 
taining pofleffion of Iaccottah and Cranganore but for the 
purpofe of overrunning the Kingdom of Travancore^ It was 
impoffible for him to apprehend an attack from the Rajah 
of Travancore, por need he have been afraid of the Englifli, 
fs they would not have gone to the attack through the Tra¬ 
vancore country. But, was any gentleman ignoran V 
When Tippoo lhould have obtained the mafteiihip of thofe 
forts, there would have been an end to the fecunty of our 
pofleffions in the Carnatic. Mr. Dundas declared that he 


could not illuftrate bis ideas on that topic more foicibly than 
he had done, familiarly to a friend, that moirmig, when he 
had told him that if the French had pofleffion of Scotland, 
England would not have been in greater danger than the 
Tiavancore country, and our pofleffions in the Carnatic, if 
Tippoo had pofleffion of thofe two forts. It was abfurd 
to talk of danger from the Mahrattas, at this time, and 
molt especially that more danger was to be apprehended 
from them than from Tippoo. The reverfe was mpftly the 
fa< 5 L The honourable gentleman had read fbme extracts fo 
for back s; 1768. If he were to fcratch out the word Mah¬ 
rattas, and infort the word Tippoo id all thofe extrads, they 
would have feme applicable meaning. A great part of the 
country that had belonged to the Mahrsfttas, was now go¬ 
verned by Tippoo, who had conquered it. The Mahrattas 


were 


tfyEt k hid o&trtMdi whereas Tippoo was net fo 

fuperftitious as to lot hts religion check him in hut conqupft. 
It was a conftant pradUce with him to opprefs the Bramins, 

, and the reafon was, that the greeted pert of them were 
' Gentoos, whole religious and political tenets were equally, 
againft him. Had the Wahrattas ever (hewn a ddjre to at¬ 
tack us, or to treat their pHfonerswah the cruelty which 
Tippoo always prafhfed towards them 5 Oft the contrary, 
they once made a Britifh army captive, and they fent them 
back to Madrals without titoir experiencing any cruelty. 
Tippoo was, by far, thefirft in point of revenue and troops, 
of any power in India, the Bntiflt aldhe excepted. He was 
indeed far fupenor to all* the Mahrattas combined. Tip- 
jjqo’s heart and foul had been fet on the kingdom of Travan- 
coreever fince March 1789, and fo unprincipled an ufdrper 
would keep within no bounds rather than not obtain h($ ob¬ 
ject ; gentlemen muft blind themfclves wilfully to the evi¬ 
dence on the table, if they could affert that Tippoo*was ever 
difpofed to peaceful terms. He never affeSed to wtfh for 
peace but m order to gain time, the more effectually to flrike 
fome blow. Mr. Dunda* went through the detail of the 
pretended negotiation Tippoo had fet on foot, by fending 
thtee letters to Madras, and oblcrved that he had twice at¬ 
tacked the lines of Travancore, even vjhen he was profeffing 
to wilh for peace. Was it a queftion in that Houfe, whe- 
tlfer they ought to fubmit to io grofs an infult offisred to 
their Ally ? He dared to fay that it was net ; and therefore, 
he ihould contend that nothing hut complete fubmiffioa 
l AiOillOSatisfy us. There was every appearance of ground 
'for reafonable expedition, that the war world be fpeedily 
brought to a eonclufion, and attended with fuccefs; not that 
confidence of fuccefs had'ever dropped from his lipS; he 
. hoped lie fiiould never be fo rafh and imprudent as to draW 
confidence of fuccefs from the precanons contingencies «# 
war. Its uncertainties weic, always, too fumcieut a caufe 
to lament that it exift£d. ,The honourable gentleman had 
remarked upon the appointment of Military Officers to Civil 
Governments, and aiked if that was*the befl^ means to pre- 
ferye peace 7 In reply he would declare, that he thought it 
«wp. Military men, knowing more of the rilqueand Iwvqtd* 
of War th»u men othbrwife bred, are wi&fazty v> engage trt 
ft>0ertatt\ hi their expencej uncertain m their 
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lend talfollowsa rhzinfa<mmmM &fo#$feisJ mil 
fofoe'fotfhCr general cfef^rvfitiens, Mr. Dossils •eobdluded 
with wfotft&fog that it was hie iitt&ttton to fofore * refofotion, 
Anting that,Tipwo>attli»i#* itfeicfe dn die Travifocdfe lirtea 
Wk» an uoprofokW and tt&ofcftftafWe ttei- 

ties ehtenra intb with' the j&ilirattis ddd vttth “the Nteatn, 
tteh$d $o maintain the pdafce of India $ andtlHt the condtfft 
of Lotd Cornwallis in refilling Tippoo Sultan, infteadof 
Tjeing culpable, was highly meritorious, as Mbit as dVer-ttra 
qudtion and rafoiutiops werd difpoffc'd Of, dither by a rtega- 
is#hor the previous quefliort. 

Major Maitland, (brother to Lord Lauderdale) having, at 
the opening of his maiden fpeech, befought the indulgence Of 
the.Hoiife, and apologifed for thofe defeats in language 
Which might, perhaps be too difcermble in one as yet fo on* 
accuftonwd to addrefs a popular aflembly,'faid he had feen fif¬ 
teen years hard fervice in India, and he con Id, on the firong 
groundtif experience, confirm wbat had been advanced con¬ 
cerning .the profpenty ef our poffeffions in that quarter of the 
globe, a profpenty which had never pioved fo great as at 
the moment when the war broke out. He (poke highly of the 
probity and honour of our Governors there, biit it Was rtot to 
this probity, this honour, that we owed out pi olpcrity in India; 
it was to be afcribed folely to the prevalence of the peace. 
We faw that our golden dreams had vamfhed, and Wc wtfe 
again involved in war with a Prince, deteft^d and abhorred 
for his cruelty. The caufe of the war was neceflhry to be 
OMRNgCd into, becaufe on that depended every coitfideration. 
%i fecould bring himfidf'to think the war had juftiCe’loFlt'' 
balls, he declared, he would fupport it; if he found it had'' 
political expediency to recomtneiid it, he would concur with 
it; but if it originated from neither, and was founded jn in- 
'Juftice and itnpolicy, then, therefore, it ought to be repro-. 
bated. The right honourable gentleman had Called Tippoo 
Sultan, an wfurper: he was not an qfurper any more than we 
were ufurpen, fo India.. J# s father bad heed one,' becUfffe 
he ufurped the Myfore dominions. But, Tippooh power 
had been ac^tiewlodged by u$ and i ecoguiaed in treaties. We 
'Apod exa£lly 6n the fame gt6und with Tjppoo; ourfrire- 
"pM wn haAtjpen ofiurjMtfs, tmt we were not fo, add the fifoe 
tbatVilfttffuftify the extirpation of them stadd jttftffy 
.^ttirpation w wh The War Iwd^ihN^ic^SMW'd by the 


juiin-o » *? tiy* siiwwwp muuiu iwre ppitwt pfiuruj-waj- 

war againft Tippoo# and becoming as culpable at foe 

- Rajah, 
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the three former. The B^J 1 were the Jjfonge&j' to the 
ijml’disid Teutons pi«eji*§itBj i ' of evferjr 'tfttfflS bf tifrdia made 
f^ib'ddwbr^to t*fe 3ffl^8i.rtt»me af«J chaf^ler^ they 
a^eftbd anll'^hdrreii..' eor mtereft, ‘tfcenBjfk Whi- 
Isffice the powdr iff Wifoi "andbotby deftroylbg 
pdfe ourfelves 16 the enmity of the Mali fattls, Whb-we$b a 
ffmsfr people tlkn Tipp'eo and his’ fub|e£t5. ’We had left 'fo 
fc?t:from Ttppoo S^fliSm thanoany other he could 

only come down upon hs t;^rC^feh •fi* ni d f pj j f Blfcs eat'y to 
SiMtvfa Whereaj, If. we w'irhttt^MahVatras,' all 

our fronrittrs Would be expofetl. fie denied that our military 
Operations had ever beenl’jpuctcmul in India: for, though a 
militaryftbian, he called fuccefs in military operation, only 
/ tWt '-tend to the Shortening the durAtiqpdJptvar, 
^aitfthe acceleratbnof.peace. Along and fncceftftil war, 
was, in his idei, a contradiction of terms# He centered the 
CobdoCi of the prefent war; inftend of penetrating with vigodr 
irfto the center of .Tippoo’s country, we had endeavoured to 
get at him in a comer, and were not nearer to him bow, than 
when we fet off. The gain of a new Kmnire, he granted. 
Was a fplendid excufe for war, hut what was the acqu’dition 
of dirty province, weighed .again ft a^i expence of,three or 
-four millions. From fuel fan army as ours was in India,, he 
declared thatevery advantage Was to be expected, barring two 
accidents; tire otje the want of proviHons Which was to be 
guarded agnurft tlttK'pgculiair caution in that country, and 
I'fWftWjpIr, piovided that ito detachments W%re made froth tl* 
main bodf. TheBritiftfarmy waS.the and the heft 

provirled»,fthat had heen ften in that,part of/ffc^ wot fd. The 
Major pronounced a warm encomium otvLoftl CornwaUrs, 
, who, an honourable gentleman laid, had followed the 
ample of. his predeceftbrs. Merit anti goodncfs dixl hot, he 
'declared,-eon fift in ability, and theoretical cxcjMiende, butin 
ability applied to*the hen.efit of mankirtlttaifti eoodtiefs 
.^Carfried into priralee. A pfe^jrcerTor of L ord GbfnWnhis, he 
ddkhowtedged, had gre^t ability,’and he lent fyItems of 
'good gOVCmiperttipn paper ,to England, fir-‘create a good, 
».of lu$ tSfeiites, While his rapacity wps exet^jjftdgf11«,ife8 
‘Eihgstnsphtmlef .and‘bppreffion irt;'ln,dia*4i.;^jP^%' }-t 
•’ f fid wig -been mterri^t^’fft'fhe^S^tfift' 

-Hid prdb^M’fQ^ra^llft^^ 
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Mr. Wil- 

bcrfoire. 


Ur. Fox. 


» virtuous re&ltttde of mnitM fetes * jS^W^riU&ipt pint 
of view* Wit to contraft it With m$ gloomaad detrimental 
influence of Vicious meafures; aid, therefore, hid ho alluded 
to the extremely oppolitc cbara&ers of Earl Cornwallis and 
Mr. Haftings. ( 

Mr. PPilbtrfofd faid he felt htmfelf warranted in oppofing 
the refolutiop, and giving hit reafons for fupporting his right 
honourable friend near him, who had that evening convinced 
hitn that as mach as he lamented that war and all its calam¬ 
ities fhould Over take place, the prefent war in India was 
founded in juftice, in policy, and in expediency. « 

Mr. Fox declared that he ijad never heard from a perlon in 
authority in inch confafed notions, and fuch a juggle as it 
were of jnftice dnd policy, and tenets fo far ftretched and fo 
extraordinary as had been laid dpwn by the right honourable 
gentleman Over againft him* He added that Lord Corn 
Wallis had originally taken up the matter in a very proper 
point of Vi^wt he had condemned the .tranGufttot) relative 
to the nuts, in ftrong terms, in his letters to the Board at ■ 
Madras; but, hp had, afterwards, unfortunately, altered 
his opinion. Why, he was at a lofs to imagine; he could 
fee nothing like judgement in his having done fo. With re- 
fpedt to <he hoftile preparations of Tippoo, on which fo 
much ftrefs had been laid, it was an argument that fcarcely 
deferred an anfwer; and though he had heard much hypo¬ 
critical cant and declamation on the miferies of war, not one 
word had been faid ‘of that part of the India bill in 1784, 
which provided againft the Company's entering into iqjr 
war from motives of ambition of conqueft, and syhich had 
been copied from a bill of his own. He reprobated the alli¬ 
ance which had been entered into with the 
the Niaam, for, the extirpation of Tippoo,'and the<plundering' 
of his territories. It Was lingular that, at a time when the 
enlightened policy of the nations of Europe hid abandoned 
all offenfive alliances, as if afhamed of their hiving ever ex- 
ifted, we fhonld perfift in that difgraceful fyftem in India, 

I country, where we profefled to maintain, and declared 
that we wmli puintain the gfeateft moderation. The moft 
finking irtftadce of an ofibftfive'aUiance formed in Europe 
had been the family Compa& of the Houfe of Bduybon. That 
Ifcompaft, fb’fitf as it was offenfive, was annihilated as Toon 
rasa better Government becamefcftabiilhed in France, and h® 
dps eomvf*pg^ i *fimt it never would be revived.’”' Purl 
Oflflttft, df 
tali 


It it never would be revived.’”' Paring the 
?t«cal life, tihe ttUgracm^.JInd m^dpular 
it with, the naeafdreil^^^mident, had 
oW faBe?ftteTffitlot; on the prefetft occafion, he was Wil- 

iirtg to mimMkf fafe frtjinlarity of tjpip^hadora* 





r T r f Jttft war; a war 

i|i Whicfi defini ftfgjht good as MhHI, and 

das moft brilfiiot might be juftly deemed rnitmftmm 

It was an eafy matter for that Umtfoi or for another popular 
Affemhly, to prove that they wem right, and their enemies 
wrong; out ^e voice of the ri*blic wmldh^ heard. What 
Was the language of the advocate# far thejajftice of the war} 
« ^Tippoo gras the aggreflpr; prill not reft fatisded with 
tC reparation for the particular Offence, but we will have-~ 
« (the right honourable and Mftrhed gentleman had alrpoft 
VS£,laid) unconditional fobmiflion.* Did we exa& the liime 
unconditional fubmiffion from Spain, whom we held out to 
the reft of Europe as the aggrenor in the late difpute * No, 
for although the offence was flagrant, # we vrnly afked for 
fatisfa&ion. But how had Tippoo become the aggreffor in 
--^30 difpute of the,Rajah of Travancore? The Rajah had 
purchafe'd two forts from the Dutch, diredly contrary to 
the advice of his allies the Englifh, who certainly would 
thence have been juftified in abandoning the treaty with him 
on that occafion, unleis it were to bt maintained, that in a 
defensive alliance, it was in the power of any oft the parties 
to force the other to embark in a wai, as the caprice of the 
moment might didlate. Mr. Fox put the cafe, tUit fuch a 
treaty had been made in Europe with Prufiia, Ruflia, or the 
Emperor, and, then, alked whether, under fimilar cirum- 
ftances it would hold water for a moment * Suppofing Spain, 
being an ally of France, France Ihould have bargained for 
thyLow Countries, and Great Britain and Holland made 
war on France, from the danger they faw in not being al¬ 
lowed to hold the Auftnan Netherlands; would Spain f was 
think herfelf bound to join France in a war 
/gainft Holjand and Great Britain ? We looked atTippoa 
Saib’s conduit, and did not fee the injuftice of our own. 
Tippoo profefled to have a right to Cranganore and lacottah, 
and he aimed to recover his right. What do we do? We 
harry the war into the centre of Tippoo Sultan's dominions, 
extirpate him, and divide his territories* Might not we 
with equal juftice fay, we pretend only to defend our ally, 
and by a trick we get a ca{b made to turn Tippoo into the 
aggrenor, and then we wage oflenfive war, with a view to 
his utter ruin* Mr* Fox declared, he had sdways entertained 
a refped for Lord Cornwallis's character, and that it was 
much heightened by what he had heard of his fondudk in 
India; but in fuflfenngxhe wat^ to be made agaittft Tippoo, 
he thought more cenfure than praife. He 

alfr ridiculed Mr. Dundsrs for going fo far pack in his afgu* 
ment as the treaty of Mangalore, and termed our war both 
'impolitic and unjuft, an excufe for which was fought for 
in fufpicions and fuimifes* 


Mr. 


T 


tor. Pitt. Mr. Ch%r»0ftB©r Main r^trk<& argi?nws)tsj»pre 
ufed Iptb file* of the Houfe to fupport of that vfcw of the 

gueftiOfl, which thole who ufed them thouaht^fufEcient to 
maintain their reafonmgs; but which, according to the ideas 
of gentlemen who entertained different fentiments, rather 
told the other way; fo, on the preient occasion, the right 
bonoui able gentleman had Hated, that his right honourable 
and learned friend had confounded the two aiguments of the 
juftice and policy of the war agamft Tippoo, and fta/hed them 
fail her than the j would fagly go* It fo happened, on the 
prefent occasion, that the light honourable gentleman oppo- 
life to him appeared to ha\t confounded the juftice and policy 
of the w ir, and not his rsghi honourable and learned friend, 
who lud, m hu-mind, placed the whole of rhe argument on 
its. tiue giounds, i»Vl cleared it from all tl e fallacj and mif- 
concept m with which it had keen obfoned. Mi. Pitt con¬ 
tended th.n we wtie boend by the faned faith of a loLnm 
treaty, to aft in the manner that we luu done, and to atfift 
and fuppoi t the Rajah of Tiavancoie in the war commonest 
agamft Tippoo. 11ns wn had not ongnuted in what'tlu. 
right honograbk gentleman called luimiles and iuipicions, 
but in acls of hoftility committed by 1 ippoo Sultan agamfi 
the Ruj.^h of 1 lavancort, and as \\t had entered into a treaty 
©f rdhifKc with bun, we were bound to defend him when at* 
tathfU. It na> not, as tht right honour ihle gentleman had 
fta-oi, that the wai was owing to the Rijalfs having pui- 
c 7 iltd the two forte of lacottah and Cranganore, or that wc 
had, on that account, taken a pait in it. W & had bound 
purklvt* to defend tin Rajah of 1 ravancorc m his ancJlwt 
pofiehion^; tho!** poff ikons (tht lines of f rav ancore) form d 
undoubtedly a part ot the ancient pofTeffions of tjy ^ aj *h 
and would any human bung contend that our flagwou^ 
not have been t umfhed, if while \vc weic in treaty of alliance 
spid defence of the Rajah, we had not fapported lum ? If, as 
the right honourable gentleman hid faid, with much mgr- 
nuity, with gnat biillnncy, but notwitli equal jufticc, wo 
Wcie to lo>k to our conduct, it would apjjcar moie nulefen- 
fihle thin that of 1 ippoo Saib, bccjiuie if we chaiged Inm 
yvith ha\ mg pietemltd to have wanted to recover the foits of 
lacotrah and Ci mganoie, when in fift his real defign was to 
attack the anfitnt pofitflions of the R n j ih of Travancore, he 
might chargt us with pi tending to have a£fed in defence of 
theRajab^ when in faft our puipofewas to invade Tippoo’s 
dominions, and annihilate his power. If that argument were 
applicable, it ceitamly would piove a ftjong calc againft the 
Jme of condihff we h 1 1 purfued, but to render the argument 
paiaUel, it mu/1 U i nde out tint Tippoo Suit ui had com¬ 
mitted no -.pguilkn whauver, and only meditated an at- 
J tack. 



committed an a ft of violence by attacking the lines ot Tra- 
vancore, could any man aj&rm that the Bntilh nautoft in India 
would not be difgt 4 aced, it we were to let the aggreflbr pats 
without fome deceive tokens of refentment ? But the right 
honourable gentleman had contended that Tippoo offered to 
tieat, and any propofal of an amicable adjuftment was pre* 
triable to wat. Moll undoubtedly, any reafonable proffer 
of adju/lmem would have been worth liftening to ; but how 
did the calc* (land ' As foon as we iieaid that Tippoo la d 
claim to the foits of lacottah and Cranganore, we lent in a 
"ptixiahlt. way to inforji) him that inquiry lhould be made into 
his ngln to thole toits, and if* it lhould appear that Tippoo 
had i light to them, we would take cate they lhould he lt- 
ftored ; and for that purpofe \te defiretf that Commiflioneis 
lhould hi* appointed to adjuit the fame. Tippoo lends a let- 
fcw, achancing fadls m contiariety to the ftatement of our 
odiccis. We thereupon appoint Commiffioners; he refufes 
to n line any, but* dt fires us to fuid an Ambaffador f to his 
Oburt, and theiehy humiliate ourlclves in tlie eyes of all 
India; and .even while the ncgociation is going on, he proves 
guilty ot an aggieihon. The right honouiable gentleman 
had Lid, that it had been omitted to he dated, that we firft 
pff*lied Tippoo, hy a lally of the Rajah's troops out of the 
iort ot 1 lavancore; but how was that ciicumftance? Some 
of the Raj ill's mui go out beyond the hues to clear foire 
thickfts, uis a> the turn of the language was, fonte jungle*, 
in orJoi tint no battery may he er?£Ied to play upon the 
^fnes; in doing tins, they peicuvc a battery, andarefiipd 
j upon ; they then ditmintle the hatterv, and return. Would 
i anv m an lay, tint a power a&mg with (o much appearance 
rffliftJlit) as to h we coifed b itteues to he eieflcd cloffi to 
rhe line* Pf your bairit r, might not be'lo a£ted agamfl julii- 
fiahly * Mi/Pm ululed the cucumflances of lippoo’s con* 
duft m finding Ins three letter, and before the iaft could 
even he »ecen*ed at Madras, making two feveral attacks on 
the lines of Ti i\ v ^oie y which he carried by bis fecond at¬ 
tach. He rook notice of what Vr. fox had faid relative to 
iuch a conflrudyonoft treity ot Jhance with anydluropean 
Power as we had put upon that with the Rajah of Travan- 
coie. 1 he ught honourable gentleman, he obferved, lud 
dated a cafe of France having purchafel tlife Low Countries 
or the Auftrlan Netherlands of the Emperor, and alked rthe- 
ther, if we (hould make war upon her, Spain* being in al¬ 
liance with PVjlfefc, would feel betfelf bound to affift Fiance 
in a war ag^JnJ| # That inftance nejffcr could apj>ly, be- 
caufe th A e Loy^"Counts ward to the pcffeflion of 

the Empemri/under the fanflion of a treaty, to which we 
Vol. XXVIIt. * $N were 
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were the gnarhbieek; nit W&i lie^SM th;»t there wan ito 
treaty in the cafi£ it might# from itiotimof expediency and 
Mf preservation* which amounted to a political necelfity, be 
the policy of this country to make war upon France, with a 
view to prevent her from acquiring an undue afcendipcy in 
the political fcale of European power. With regard to the 
treaties that had been entered into by the Eaft-Indu Company 
with the Main attas and the Nizam, which the right honour- 1 
• able gentleman had complained of, becaufe they were offen- 
' five as well as defe lfive treaties, what was the agreement of 
one country with a fecond to make war on a thud, but an 
offenfive alliance ? and how in the mtuie of things could it 
be otherwife 5 Were not all alliances, witli fome modification, 
offenlive alliances 5 In anfwer\o Mi 1 oa’s decl iration, that 
the tieaties were grounded on the principle ot annihilating 
Tippoo Sultan, and dwidmg his dominion, m order to extn- 
pite his power, Mr. Pitt faid, there was no luch matter in 
the treat’?*, noi would he accede to the aigument, that ccm- 
queft would be woiie for us than defeat. 'I he whole idea of 
favouring 1 ippoo, who was at this time odr enemy, in oidy;. 
tobahiKe him againft the Mahiattas, who were at p’efcht 
our fuends, wa a lort of policy which he piofeflid, for one, 
he dil not undeifiand. With regard to tht fasouied elude 
m the act of Pa’liament, which the light honourable gertle- 
tmn had copied fiom a lull of his own, it was evident tli it 
the right hocou’able gentleman had not lately read it; b«- 
ciufe, in that very claufe, there was a provifion for the clie 
Which had happened, apd, in conference of the exprefs words 
of the chufe, Lord Coin" fills I1.1 1 afttd as he hail done, by 
m iking the tieaties with the Mahratta-, and the Nizam Thc^ 


Cnancellor of the Exchequer nekt took notice ot what had * 
fallen hom Major Maitland, with fo much ability, o ^terv- i 
ing, that though the honourable gentleman n ul firft declared i 
dial tbete weie but four powers of arty conle ]uence in India, 
fthe Biiti/Ii* the Mylotean Power, tli » Mahratta, and the 
Ni/am) ami had afterwards dropped the Nizam, and con¬ 
fined himtelt to tliue gieat Powers, (the Biitifh, Tippoo 
** 1111311 , and the Mahrattis) yet theie was i fourth of fome 
importance, not toined with theotlvp Mali,attas; and this 
was the Rtjajs u^Beiar. Mr, Pitt, having declared that the 
war was mcelfcy and unavoidable, unlefs we meant to have 
been guilty of p violation of public faitb, hinted to the 
he was perfuaded that Mr. Dundas wbdld not 
“pmfs his motions that evening, but would referve them for 
the Separate dbnfideration another day, againft which time 
gentlemen might turn all that they had bea^ct that day in 
their ftrhuis, aftd confide? what had been faid upon the tub* 
F&m bothfides of the Hdflfe, when he was convinced that 
- 4 ' they 




they Would think withfcinv and agree that his'right honour¬ 
able friend had ftated the argument fail ly and truly. He 
figmfied hit determination tp move a negative upon the firil 
jelolution which was then Wore the Houfe, becaufe it con¬ 


tained a falfe ftatement of a fail. 


} 
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Mr. Fox begged leave to remind the light honourable gen- Mr. Jox. 
tlenun, that when he mentioned furmiies and fufpicions, he # 
alluded to what had paiTed in 1789, and not 1 ippoo’s attack • 
on the lines of 1 ravaneore, which lie certainly had never 
confidered as a furmife. With regard to what he had faid of 
cne country not being bound by any treaty to fupport an¬ 
other, under c rtam circuinftances, he would re Hate his 
proportion, that the right honourable gentleman might un~ 
derfland him. If a Power ailed convarjf to the advice of 
an ally, and a war was the confeqiunce, that ally was not 
hound .to fupport the formei in that war. In the cafe of 
Tippoo Saib, he had Hated his right to tlit* forts of Lcottah 
and Cranganore, ai;d the Britifh Government had advifed the 
R..jah of Travantore not to purclufe thofe foits. 

Lord Fielding laid he could not fublcribe to the refolutions Lord 
on the table, buaute he did not think that the fails would Fiddiag. 
bear them out. He Ipokc of the narure of all offenfjve and 
defenfive treaties, and llated that he could not actfcde to the 
arguments that had been ufed refpe&mg them. 

1 he Solicitor Gmeral ohlerved, that Tippoo Sultan not Solicitor 
onJy had no tight to the two forts of lacottah and Cranga- General, 
nore, but mull have been confcious that he had no light to 
tbbm, becaufehehad bevn in treaty with the Dutch for the 
Jpuuhale of them, before the Rajah cf 1 mvancore bought 
/thein^and had offered more money foi tliem than the Rijah 

,r Mr. Fox lefeired to the printed pipers as a proof of the 


contrary. 

A motion was made, and the queftion being put, that the 
.piefent war with Tippoo Sultan appeals to have originated 
in the puichafeof Cranganoie and lacottah of the Dutch, by 
the Rajah of Travancoie; 

It paffed in the negative. 

A motion was made, and the quell ion hejqjf propofed, 
Thar, on the 14th of June, 1789, the Rajah of Iravancore 
informed the Government of Madras of tHfc approach of 
Tippoo Sultan againft Cranganore, then in poflefliolf of the 
Dutch, of whom he demanded the furrendcr; and that, on 
the 31ft July following, and pending the iflue of the faid 
demand, the Rajah purchafed the faid fort of the Dutch Go- 
vei nnjent of Cochin; 

And the previous queftion being put* That that queftion 
be now put; 

3N z 
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* It paflfed itiihe negative. 

A motion was made, and the queftion; being propofed, 
That, tyt-tflte 17th of Auguft* 1789, the Gbvernqrof Fort 
Saint George informed the Rajah of his disapprobation of the 
faidpuTclufe, giving his opinion, <c 'l hat it would irritate 
*** Tippoo Sultan, and appear as a collufive tranfa&ion,” and 
further, < f That the Government of Madras would not fup- 
<4 port him in any Cornells in which he might engage, beyond 
“. the limits of his own pofleiEons 

Anpltbe previoustjueftion being put, That that queftion 
be now put; 

It palled in the negative. 

' A motion was made, and' the queftion being propofed. 
That the Rajah of ITravancotjfe informed the Government of 
Madras, that he hrufcconchiddd the faid purchafe with the ad¬ 
vice and approbation of the preceding Governor, Sir Archi-,. 
bald Campbell, whereas it is affirmed by Sir Archibald Camp¬ 
bell, in his letter to the Court of Directors, dated 20th Sep¬ 
tember, 1790, u That he neither countenanced nor advifed 
(i the Rajah in the purchafe of Cranganore and lacottali,*’ 
and it is aflerted by the Court of Directors, u 1 hat nothing 
€t appeared on the Madras records to corroborate the alfor- 
r< tion of the Rajah relative to thofo places having hern pui- 
“ chafed by him in confequence of Sir Aichibald Campbell's 
“ advice 

And the previous queftion being put, 'I hat that queftion 
be now put; f 

It palled in the negative. 

A motion was made, and the queftion being propoS^l, 
That the Governor General and Council of Bengal, in thei, 

then 


\ 
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letterofthe 29th September, 1789, have declare d 
<c entire disapprobation of the corn u£t of the RajafToT 

vancore,” and that hi^ engaging u in any new°conne£lion^\ 
i! .either with the Dutch or the Rajah of Cochin, muit not 
45 ohly be highly off*nfive to 1 ippoo, but might juftly be 
s €i confidered ns direfl infractions of tin late treaty of peace;” 
and that, in their letter of the 6th Pec ember, 178 9, they 
have further declared, that, u of whatever importance the 
€( two phases {flight appear ro tfce defence of the territories of 
* & the Rajjfhttf Travnncore, it could not be oppofed to the 

- **. for. jo us confequencrs of a war 

j€^jthe previous queftion being put, That that queftion 
benow^ut; 

f It paflefl in the neg^re. 

- A tpotiqn wasmadvand the queftion- being put. That 
thi'firft. hoftility cn the lines of 1 fn van core, on the 29th of 

jjSo, was fppntaneoufly, and alfnoft inftantly, 
ditavowad/fey 1 ippdo Sultan, in his letter to the Governor 

*« of 
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of Fort Saint George, of tfie tft of January following, where- 
in he ftates, u that the attack was occafioned by the Rajah’s 
“ people having fired firft on his troops, that thereupon the 
« lines were inverted, that he ordered his troops to difcon- 
€i tmue the attack, and fent back fome people whom they 
* had captured and brought with them;” and by a letter 
• of the Government of bert Saint Geoige, of the 17th Fe- 
biuary following, it is alio ftated, u that the copdud of Tip- , 
« poo Sultan fincethat period, (viz. 29th of December) had* 
“ been conformable to fuch difavowal; tor although his army 
was ftill encamped »e»r the lines, nothing hoitile had been 
CL committed again A them, nor had there been any move- 
“ ment agiinft Cranganore,* or lacottah 
It parted in the negative. • 

A motion was made, and the quertion being propofed, 
That, hy the letteis of the Rajah ot Travancore, of the ift 
of Minch, 1790, it apptars that “ from the 29th Decem- 
u hei, 1 ippoo Sultan continued quiet,” and that on the ift 
of Match, the Rajah's people adianced from his lines (that 
is, Ik yond the acknowledged boundary of his dominions) in 
order to 1 emolifli and deftroy ceitam pieparations, faid to be 
m king by T ippoo Sultan to foun a battery, and that an en- 
gigement took place; 

And the previous quertion being put, That That quertion 
b now put; 

It parted in the negative. 

A motion was made, and the quertion being propofed. 
That it appears bv the letter of the 3d January, 1790, from 
^the Government of Madias, that, m their opinion, u The 
u purchafe of Cranganore and lacottah might natuially be 
“ iuppofed to give umbiage to T ippoo Sultan, and that the 
“^<Hjompany ouglit not to be committed in the defence of 
places furtively obtained;—that it appeared highly mcon- 
w fifteqt to fufier the rafli, imprudent, and unieaionablecon- 
u dud of the Rajah to involve us, and that his condud was 
<c unwairantahle on every principle of policy andjuftice;” 

And the previous quertion being put, That that quertion 
be now put; 

It piflrd in the negative. 

A motion was made, and the quertion being propofed, 
That it appears hy the orders of the 13th November, 1789, 
and 4 fth bebiuary, 1790, from the Government of Bengal, 
u 'I hit if the right of the Dutcli to Cranganore and lacot- 
** tah could be afcertuned, thfctransfer fhduld be deemed 
** valid and juft, and the RajalW pofleffion maintained and 
€t defended # 

And tne previous queftton being put, That that quertion 
be now put ; 


It 
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A motion Was made, and the queftion being put, That, 
from the commencement of thole tranfaiSlibns to the tateft 
period of advice, there appeared to be an opening, from the 
letters of Tippoo Sultan birrs (elf, to have adjulied the dif¬ 
ference betwt-en him and the Rajah of Tiavancore, by a fair 
and honourable negociation, through the mediation of the 
l>i itifli Govei nment; 

It pafled in the negative, 

A motion was ma'e, and the queftion being put, That 
the expences of the war muft he felt, 111 a vei y feiious tlegiee, 
chiliefling to all oui Governments in lndi 1 , and greatly over¬ 
balancing any probable advantages from lucctfs, the Gover¬ 
nor General and Council having given their opinion, on the 
29th of Auguft, 1789,' u That the contcft, even if attended 
*• with the utmoll fuccefs, cannot prove advantageous to 
c< our affairs in that countiy;” and General Meadows, *m 
his letter of the 14th Auguft, 1790, having declaicd his opi¬ 
nion “ That it wi uld be cecononiy at anj ex pence to fttoi ten 

the war, foi we mufl be undone by proa-lunation ? 

It pafled in the negative, 

A motion was made, and the queftion be ng put, '1 hat it 
does not apmai to lxne been an advifeable mealuie tor defeat¬ 
ing any fuppohd ambitious proje 61 s ot '1 ipnoo Multan, to 
lu/ard the conlt qutnce> of often live allunc's with the Mah- 
rattas and the Ni/am, avowing a partition of conquifts m 
the terms ot the late tceaties concluded with thole Powers in 
behalf of the Laft-India Company, by t t bi'premt Council^ 
of Bengal; \ 

It pafled in the negative. 

A motion was made, and the quell,on bung propeftdyw 
That it is the opinion of this Houle, that it 1* the duty ot 
theDiredtors of the Eaft-India Compmy, and of the Board 
of Control, to tranfmit fuchoiders to the Company’s feivants 
m India, as may tend moft fpeedily to procure peace with 
Tippoo Sultan on moderate and equitable terms; 

And the previous queftion being put, M hat that queftion 
be now put; 4. 

It pafled in tbe negative. 4 

Adjourned* 

1 Tuefday^ iji Match* 

jrAfter a motion from Mr. Martin, (the obfervations pre¬ 
ceding which are too Uiliin^rtant to be prefled upon the at¬ 
tention of our readers) for the appointment of t Committee 
“ to confider of the heft means to regulate the temperature 
“ of the air of the Iloufe of Commons,” 


Mr. 
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Mr. wfitford moyed the pnier of* the, day. fqr jug into 
confideitfiofl the motion for leave to bring ir» a bill “to re- 
“ lieve , 1 upon condition^, and Hinder reftnftio^ perfoqs 
tK called Pfotefting Catholic Diflenters, from certam,penal- 
“ ties and difabilitifes, to which Pppifts, or perfons jprofefllng 
•< the Popilh religion, are, by law, fubje^l, 1 ’ 

When the Speaker had quitted the chaif, and,Mjr-.Stanley 
had taken his ft-ar at the table, 

Mr, Milford rofe, and having premis'd that he was.happy 
to feel himfelf, in confluence of the ditfufive remarks;which 
he had made, in the courfe of the preceding week, concern¬ 
ing the nature and objeft of the bill in queftion, relieved 
from the necefliry of trefpafling upon the rime and patience 
of the Committee, added, that for t\^o years he had been 
holding out to the Public an intention gf bringing forward, 
as fpeedily .v potTibie, fome plan to exempt the Roman Ca- 
'tholicrfrom the feverity of thofe laws under the prefTure of 
which they laboured ; and the preient he conceived to be a 
fit opportunity for the Houfe to grant fuch relief, efpeciallv 
to that particular body of men for whom he craved it. He 
would nor pretend to afeertain how far a Government ought, 
or ought nor, to interfere with the religious and political 
opinions of the people; to overturn the* principle of fuch in¬ 
terference, Was njt the objedt of his motion; the Itws were 
made againft men who were confidcred as hofiile to their in¬ 
fluence and to the Prince on the throne, Thofe on whole he- 
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half he lpoke held no fuch principles, but were as loval fob- 
je£U as any in the kingdom. He propofSd no repeal of thofe 
ft:it*Jtes, which he held to be a disgrace to the law hooks, 
bjfi merely an exemption from their operation in favour of i 
p; fo finall, indeed, was the exemption, that there was 
^pper ^on for any alarm, nor did he think theie would bo 
any occafiotv were all the Roman Catholics to he at or.ee 
fr^ed from the operation of thofe fevers ftatutes. It was in 
his opinion, proper to attend to popular prejudice, and there¬ 
fore, for the moli perFedl afTii ranee to the Public at large, 
that toleration alone was defired, he propofed not-* to admit 
j|p perfons in queftion to iituations of trufl: of places under 
Irovernment, hut was only anxious to have them confidcrsd 
as men of honour and loyaltf, and good Chrl&ians, though 
they differed with ns in the form? of religion, or worihip. He 
further Hated, that at various*period5 of oufhKlory, Rpmau 
CatholicsKSd a&ed in a fimifar manner, in the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, King James, Charles th^JSecond, a nd#ofher So¬ 
vereign^; that they had, at different^Wnes, ptotefted againft 
the pcftMr q£ the Pope to abfolve from theoath of allegiance; 
others had rismonftrated a^ainfl it, and.tbey Ti?ul affymed dif¬ 
ferent appellations, fome calling therhfefyesProtelffing Dlf- 

“fenters, 



letters, others Rempnftttnts. At one /tfrpe they ex¬ 
tremely ill treated bv their brethren who would not ptoteft, 
and weretuuch perfecuted by them but relief had been af¬ 
forded them by various adls of Parliament in the feveral reigns 
to which ha had alluded. Having, in conclufion, obferyed, 
that thofe perfons for whom he ftood forward had taken the 
name of Protefting Catholic piffenters, Mr. Mitford moved, 

' “ That leave be given to bring in a bill to relieve, upon 

^conditions, and under reftridlions, perfons called Proteft- 
" ing Catholic Diflenters, from certain penalties and difabi- 
“ lilies, to which Pnpifts, or perfons profeffing the Popilh 
u religion, are by law fubjedt.” 

F cut. Mr. Foxy riling next, obferved that notvvithftanding his 

coavidlion of the Iib6tal and ferviceabie tendency of the mo¬ 
tion, he could not atoid meeting it with the propofed amend- 
. ment in the addition of the words u and others.” to his 


own opinion refpedling Tefts, it had been i'o generally cir¬ 
culated that a recapitulation of it appeared needlefs. He 
thought all Tefts, both in Religion andsPolitics abfurd, and 
unwife, excepting only the Oatli of Allegiance. He had 
been the moft ftrong againft the Teft and Corporation Adis; 
yet, he admitted that there was a gteat and material differ¬ 
ence between the conliderations that ought to weigh with 
the Legislature on that occafion, and the confiderations that 
ought to weigh with them on this. He never would he 
found to he one of thofe, who did not hold that the public 
had a right to preffribe what qualifications and reftridlions 
they pleafed for any perfon, before the King could employ 
him in iheir fervice.' Where Roman Catholics did-not illi¬ 


cit an admiflion to any place of trud, hut only afked lea\ * 
to worship God Almighty in their own way, they ough 
injuftice, in reafon, and in humanity, to be allowed this" li¬ 
berty without remaining fubjedted to the operation of fevcre 
and fanguinary laws. Toleration in Religion was one of 
thegrcat rights of man, and a man ought never to be de¬ 
prived what was his natural right. His having brought 
forward a motion for the repeal of the Teft and Corporation 
had afforded him this fatisfadlion, and had producft 
Iflfiis good, although it failed iiio its great ohjedl: men of the 
firft abilities, and of the higheft authorities in that Houfe, 
| had all concqf^tV in admitting, that Toleration was the un- 
* doubted right of every man. {Nay, at all thole meetings and 
aflemblies for the purpofe of oppofing the repeal of the Teft 
Adi, the°condudl at^hich meetings no man dtfapproved 
more than he did, every one the moft inveterate pgfcinft the 
repeal, took the opportunity to profefs himfirlf a friend to 
. Tfoleratien* Might he not, then, aflt whether it was becom¬ 
ing to profefs fo much, and to adt fo littj^up to their pro- 
f ( 7 * feffions, 
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feffions, by futfering laws to remain in force which were facn* 
flaloufly difgraceful to the nation, and unfit to exift a mo¬ 
ment in any country profeffing Toleration i The honourable 
and learned gentleman had opened his motion by refting thofe 
laws on the dangerous opinions which Roman Catholics had 
holderi and entertained. He would not believe that the caufe 
of thofe laws was any fuch opinions, becaufe no fuch opi¬ 
nions exifted. On the contrary, it was notorious that thej 
owed their origin, in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, to ano¬ 
ther caufe : the fear of the power of the Pope. Their mul¬ 
tiplication of the fame caufe in the reign of King James. A 
much more fenfible reafon opperated in the reign of Charles 
the Second: it was the f?ar of a Popijfh King and tyrant, 
and in fubfequent times; the fear of a popifli Pretender. All 
thofe fears had been in fome degree Warranted; but,, a wrong 
nrode was taken to appeafe their violence. In the two firlt 
of thefe reigns, (Elizabeth and James) perfecution had been 
reforted to; in the reign of Charles the Second, good men, 
tjp whom he gavti credit for having adted as they thought for 
the heft, though he could not avoid diffenting from their 
opinion, might have defeated a Popifh King upon a different 
and a better ground. But, we were not now afraid of the 
Pope, nor of a Popifh King, nor of a Popijh Pretender. 
The Pope had no power, the King was out of the cjueftion, 
as they all knew; and, as for a Popifti Pretender, if there 
were Jacobites enow left to go to look for one, in what 
quarter did fuch an idol exift ? when all thefe reafons were 
gone, ought they now to maintain what every man of 
* fenfe was s^iamed to keep on their books flaiutes and Jaws, 
which comd not be barely ftated without being univcrfnlly 
fcoyted. A$ he had faid, the other day, maxims of Tole¬ 
ration were acted upon more or lels in every country 
throughout Europe. Where then was the danger of adopt¬ 
ing them with us in pradtice as well as in theory? In the 
year 1780 difgracelul riots, it was true, took place, in con- 
fetjuence of a partial relief being given to the Catholics; but, 
if that was admitted as a realon againft the general re¬ 
lief he fuggefted, it* was not only an objedtion to the ho¬ 
nourable and learned gentleman’s propolition for relief, but 
every proportion of,the kind that ever could be brought for¬ 
ward. Did any man ir| his fenfes think that thofe who 
caufed the tumults coulf diftinguifh between the nature of 
the oath propofed by the honourable and leaded geutleman, 
Or of that which might be fuggefted on ^general lepeal of. 
the fanguinary ftatutes ? A bill for the partial repeal of 
fome of the fevere laws had pafled in the year 1778; but, 
laws more fevere were left behind, becaufe it was thought as 
they could not well be carried into execution without theaf- 
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fiftance of Government, they were not very likely to be car¬ 
ried into execution at all. Had the Catholics, fince 1778# 
behaved moredangerouily than before* Had they lhewn any 
thing fince hut the moft perfedt loyalty, and the tondudt of 
as good fubje&s astfiofeof the hft iblifhment ? and, now, 
more of thtm came forward and protefted their abjurations 
of thofe opinions which they nevet entertained, and which no 
{eafonabk min believed capable of embracing. Relief, ample 
ulief they were entitled to, and it ought to he open to them; 
they had behaved well, and 110 fit encouragement was given 
to good behaviour. He rejoiced, howevti, tint in a ftw 
year? they mujl come to a general 1 ole lation, foi the times 
were too much enlightened to men’s minds to rumm 

fhackled. '1 h le was bvt a plun road to pu lue; keep 111, 
if they pleat d, all fheii'btatutc s foi the u ft ibliiluin n r ; the 
Teft gnd Cotporation if they I ked it; but let t ie tilote 

Book be ex mimed, and ftnke out ill the others \* >mh rJ ite 
merely to opinions. He belie ud tint/ m Ii land, ill tlie 
A< 5 *s aguiift Roman Catholics \a u it polled* uul no dan ei 
had arifcn; on the conti ii), tli Cithilic., lnl b ha\ d 
comp *i ably well evu lmce, uul gi uHimuII h ilintnl 
pioofs of their loyalty and itticbn n‘n(ri 1 mutt. Mr 
h o\ w 1 filed, as the I* P ibbfnmuit dc pen T d 01 ' is of ? 1 
lnment, to ktiow who < wc them 1 right to \ r\ le upon the 
rchgious opm ons, uul by whit mo ii l utN th y iluii' , m 
which opinions were 11 Jit and " Iiirh wi 1 It u is i ud, by 
fome, tint the I > opc u is infillibk; hy oih n, tint the 
Church and Count ii vv fe infiiliLlt ; In t 1 oik h ij ever con¬ 
tended that tint tloufc was mf Ihbh ; the v might iul jc£t 1 
men to fines and jemltics foi lx mg h tt r tlun ftemielv&s; 
at all e\cnt r , only foi differing fiom them in tji ir mode of 
worfhipn g iheDcit). lie flioull nu 1 ms uirilmenf; 
but, knowing the metffity for comuicmifing, loi n little, 
when more ctuld not be had if lu fuidlus rmuidment 
likely to impede this me dun, he won 1 l witluliaw it. But, 
in that cafe he pledged lumklf, it lomi Inline opportunity, 
to bring in a bill to r j pcil thole luvs to winch he lnd illu- 
ded. 1 he time, Ik hoped, wouU come when Religious Li¬ 
berty would be a<- gciurall) e ijoytd anAconfideied to be as 
tjflential as Civil Liberty, buie he wa>, it might he peinut¬ 
ted woh^fs danger to the 'State, and gicatei iafety m all 
Oovomment*. ife was happy mBbuiig able to allure the 
Houfe of one ffiong pi oof of the uveruit fpmt of the times,, 
by ftating to Hvm that, at a laige and moft ufpe&able meet* 
ing of Proteft int Diffenteis, they weie unanimous m wifli- 
ing that the Pioteftant Catholics might obtain relief, and 
had come to a resolution to fuppoit them* n their application. 
In this country, it was well known that there was in the 

efta 1 lilhment 
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eftablifhment a fed termed Methodifts, to whom it was im¬ 
puted that they held a dodrine that fome were of theeled, 
and fome reprobated ; a doftrine prima fadi as bad as could 
be luppofed to be entertained, becaufe it was full as hoftile 
to morality, as the abfolution of the Pope; but, he would 
not therefore condemn Methodifts, and think, that they 
ought to be persecuted. His mode oflooi.ing at the matter 
was this: He concluded that they who held luch do&rineJ 
did not foe the fame evil confocjuences as appeared to him 
likely to follow from them. He knew that there had ex- 
ifted many of the Methodifl perfuafion, as worthy, as good, 
and as exemplary charade* as ever lived of any fed or de¬ 
fection. T11 like manner, the cfodrines of the Catholics 
were denied by themfelves to have the evil confequences 
which were ftated to refult from them, and both ought to 
nc relieved to know heft what they confidered as the con- 
foquences of their o^n religion. Thofe laws which he had 
reprobated as created for perfection and revenge, were di¬ 
vided again ft the Catholics; when, if juft ice were adhered 
to, they ought to have been direded alfo againft other feds, 
and their not having been fo direded, proved that they were 
intended as a check upon opinions, andconfequently that 
they ivu! been made in the time of one man or l?ody of men, 
whole ann was to exercife tyranny over others. The tyr- 
lam.y ot one man over many was bad enough, but, it car- 
r'.cd its own cure with it, and a remejly was always at hand. 

T:m c :fo was the fame with the tyranny of a few over the 
/m-y ; but, the worlt of all tyranny was that of the many 
over the fovv, bocaufo, there, the cafe was hopelefs; and, 
l^r chat v^iy irafon it behoved thofe, in authority to exercife 
t ■>' :i p<nvr wiih moderation, and not to opprefs others. 

He Jvu! jb’T.vs brm of opinion tint the old proverb, wli.ch 
f;<xn it" !joxi**f!n. .'r had lomething rat her of a vulgar found, 
had gw at po/jd f 11 fo in it. u As you are ilout be merciful!” 

In piopoit'on to 1 In * 1 Li per i 0 r i t y of ilrength, it behoved all 
wlu) -vere m j vifoffton of it neither to tyrannife over the 
few, n»>r Co Tr-mple upon the weak; but to take caie that 
th'dr piov.cvdmgs ncv<?r wandered from the didates of juftice 
and hum.muv; thus imitating what he trufted would prove 
the public, enlightened anil liberal cmidud of the Houfe to 
th f - Roman Catholics. When Mr. Fox had moved his a- 
mendment. * 

Mr. Burke role, and cbferved that he perfedly agreed ^ r * 
with his right honourable friend, as to the propriety of re- Buritc 
linquifhing the Amendment; if it fliouId not appear fatisfac- 
tory, fince the way to prevent a failing of obtaining a de¬ 
fied end, was to accept the fm‘tiler good where the greater t 
was not attainable. The fureft mode of remedying grie-‘ 

3 0a vances, 




* PARLfAiai^tARY A.179T. 

vances/pras to proceed moderately and do away a little at a 
time, rathef than attempt to cure them all at once. Such 
violent chapge^ were dangerous, an4 like a lever fwutigback 
$t a fingle ftroke from the place from whence it fet out;. He 
ihould/ therefore, rather think it wifer to repeal the laws 
complained of fo juftly, by piecemeal than all at once. Men 
ought to be relieved from their prejudices by degrees. With 
regard to general principles as they might as well be talked 
of, as every thing muft have its general principle; the doc¬ 
trines aflerted by his right honourable friend in his fpeech, 
though he could not fubferibe to all of them, did the higheft 
honour to the head and heart ofhis right honourable friend; 
but he could not agree v/jth his right honourable friend* that 
a State was not impowered to enquire into the religious opi¬ 
nions of all who lived under its proteition. It had an un- 
controulable fupeiintending power over thofe opinions, anthc 
was highly neceflary for the profperity* the fafety, the good 
morals, and the happinefs of the community, that it ftiould 
have fuch a power. Opinions influenced the paffions. arid 
the paffions governed the man; it was a natural effeit, pro¬ 
ceeding from a natural caufe. 

jjjhticquid agunt homines , votum , timor , ira f voluptas , 

Gaud!a , AifcUrfus, nojiri eji farrago hbellu 
and fo long as fuch was its operation, it was the intereft and 
the duty of Government to maintain and exercife it. But, 
then, its exercife ftiould be governed by virtue and wifdom, 
which alone could regukte a good Government, the conduit' 
of which ftiould be always marked by candour and temper¬ 
ance. Mr. Burke, next proceeded more immediately tothe^ 
fubjeit of the laws againft Roman Catholics, and began by ' 
ftating in the preamble to the 27th of Queen Elizabeth that 
danger to the State was the plea made ufe of, and ijiftead of 
any religious or moral purpofe being affigned as the ground¬ 
work of the ftatute, it was in fo many words declared thatthe 
ait was pitied folely for the fupprefiion of a dangerous fac¬ 
tion in the State; and, therefore, all the fev'erities againft 
Roman Catholics which that bill contains are enailed into 
a law, and have fo continued. Were-the preamble founded, 
and the plea true (Mr. Burke, faid)®had he been to pafs that 
bill, he ftiould have voted for it, as the State muft be pre¬ 
served for the good of the whole, fc The firft and deareft ob- 
jeift to every individual, was felf-jprefervation, and, in'* like 
manner, muft Legiflators regard the prefervation of a State. 
Bur, at this time a^t leaft, no man thought of any danger * 
from the machinations of the Pope; why then Ihould a 
danger he pretended which'did not‘exift, and pretended 
^iperely for tKjfc fake of perfection ? He had not lately heard, 
'§mi the Pope was preparing a Crufade, to invade us, nor 
V w ‘ was 
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was his l W ffippofr* 1 *° fe® my 9&fc®-ifl Jitter rss- 

tydljops pr revolutions, H?d tfie ijevQ^tjcn jp A 1 ™^ 

Jjeen qccafifmed by his Holinefs fending bulls and absolu¬ 
tions to difciiarge and abfplve the Americans fjrpm tbeiralr 
legiaqce ? H« had never heard that any perfpns v?ho could 
have beep fuppofed to have beep fept by the Pop^ went to 
America oply in one Ihip, which reached Philadelphia 
neither bad he heard that they ipade many profelytes in A- 
pierica. Thp Pope, lie bejieved, had no Ipare in any of the 
late revolutions ip Europe; and, a? to this country, he be¬ 
lieved no perfon now thought the Pope would come and 
pay us a vifit. There was.no Pretender, it was well known; 
and the Pope, politically fpeakiflg, was 3s dead as the Pre r 
tender, or as dead as Pope Julius Csefar, # whojonce vifited us 
as Pontifex Maximus, when he inYadeJthis country. O- 
ther Popes had attempted to come here fince, as Pope Clau¬ 
dius, but he did not fncceed. Pope Domifian, and Pope 
Nero, vifited us by their Legates, and in the reign of King 
John, the J-egate Pafldulphus came over and did us as much 
mifchief as the beft of them. Mr. Burke followed up thefp 
remarks with an enumeration of fome of the extremes of the 
feverities under the a&s that were yet unrepealed, fuch as 
its being High Treafon either to hear a mafs or hav^ a mafs 
book in the houfe, although the law in the firft inftance 
prevented our underftanding it. He expatiated upon the 
cruelty of hanging, drawing, and quartering perfons (for, 
hanged, drawn, and quartered they had been, in Charles the 
Second’s time) for offences, arifing out of mere religious 
ofrfuon. Such laws were not made for the fafety of the 
{j?<ate, but for the pqrpofes of civil tyranny. They enabled 
&en to opprefs their neighbours, and to rob them of their 
goods; they^were calculated to make a man not love his 
neighbour, and he who loved not his neighbour, would not 
love his State. It was the duty of every Government tQ 
make the people happy; but fuch points can never be ac- 
cbmplifhed, when every Juftice of the Peace is made an In- 
quifitor, and a man who worlhips God in his own way, 
condemned for High Treafon. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt 9 feidj that he conceived it to be the Mr. Pitt, 
general fenfe of the Houfe, that the bill fliould be brought 
ip ; but, as the difcuffion htfl better come 00 deliberately, 
at a fuBfeqpynt and more prfter ftage for it, and any alter¬ 
ation either in the title of the bill or the extent of it, might 
be adopted at that more fit ftage, if upon due consideration, 

Lt fhould appear adyifeable fo *:to alter or extend either the 
one or the other; it might, perhaps, upon fuch a ground, 
be deemed more advifeable to let the motion pafs without 
the amendment. He could not intirely coincide with all the 

obfervationt 
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oMervations which the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Fox) had ftated that day, any more than he had been able to 
aflent to the opinions which he had advanced during the 
courfe of the preceding week, when the fame fubjeft was 
under confideration; though he moll readily concurred in 
much of his reafoning, and was fufficiently near him in many 
of his fentiments to be able to go on with the preient fiill. 
Neither could he agree with the other right honourable gen¬ 
tleman (Mr. Burke) to the extent of the principle which he 
had laid down, though that was l'o much the reverfe of the 
principle'maintained the other day, againft which he had 
taken the liberty of cutting his objetftion. What the 
grounds were upon c which he differed from each of them, it 
was not material t nor neceflary for him to ftate, then, as 
there would be future opportunities of amply dilcuffing their 
ieveral opinions. With regard to the alteration of the bill, 
and extending it farther, he was reidy to fay, that it was his 
wifh that, either in that bill or in fon^e other, which might 
nevertheless be brought in, during the courfe of -thc^prefent 
feflion, many of the Statutes to which the light honourable 
gentleman oppofite to him had alluded fliould be repealed : 
and, though amongft tliefe, all tliofe harlli and fevere laws 
which, •certainly, ought not to Hand on t lie Statute Book, 
and which it would be fhameful to enforce againft the Ro¬ 
man Catholics, or any other defeription of Oiflunters, for 
the silences there alleged, as offences to be punidicd in fo 
e\*::i'udinary a manner. It would be proper to repeal thofe 
Statules, if the prefefit bill, or any meafure of the kind 
jufled, hecaufe, in that cafe, if relief of the nature propowl 
by h’s honourable and learned friend who had made the m<V 
tion, was gianted to one description of Roman Catholics, 
and the Statutes, to which he had alluded, were fullered to 
remain unrepealed, it would have fomclhing like the cffefl: ^ 
of re enabling them, as it woul 1 appear, that the Legiflature 
apprifed (as they had been) of their exiftence, thought that 
the other defeription of Roman Catholics merited to have 
fuch di(graceful ftatutes remain in force againft them. It 
was' perk lIIv indifterent to him whether the matter was done 
by one bill or bv two; but it was unneceffarv, with fuch a 
motion as that before them, to go at all further into the dif- 
cuflion, and 51 s it might he m|>re convenient to letlhe mo¬ 
tion pals, he ftiouhl. he owntll, be glad if he could prevail 
on the lijjht honourable gentleman to withdraw his amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox anfwcred* that although he did not feel the leaft 
reluflaitce to gratify the right honourable gentleman, by 
withdrawing his amendment, he rejoiced at having propofed 
it, bccaufe what he exceedingly defired, was to have heard 
from the light honourable gentleman fomething of the very 

nature 
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natute of thofe remarks which the right honourable gently , 

* man had juft uttered, fince the right honourable gentleman 
muft know better than he could, what fort of bill or bills 
were likely to pafs without much obje&ion. With regard to 
the general principle, in which he had the misfortune to 
differ from his right honourable friend, as to his decided opi¬ 
nion that a State had no right whatever to interfere with 
men*s religious notions, or to refufe to give univerfal tole¬ 
ration, he believed that it was an opinion which gained, and 
doubtlefs, would continue to gain, daily, more and more 
upon the public mind ; but it certainly did not gain upon 
his mind, hecauie he had entertained no other opinion ever 
fince he had been able to think. «Onc thing before he fat 
down, Mr. Fox laid, he wifhed to explain* From what the 
right honourable gentleman had obfeived ii? the com If of his 
fpeecli,relative to the principles which he (Vir. Fox) had 
lately I^id down, and the confeqcences he had drawn, that 
he could agree with lum in many pr-hus which lv' had ad¬ 
vanced, h:* ('W. Fox; migh- po:U'*!y be rmlapprehended. 

He did i.-.i, .dean thar the null; non -ur'idc gentleman had 
mifiakcn him; he *va> conlid-.a that nmhi.r K 1 nor the Honfe 
mill or I. lfs meaniiv;; hut it nvght he c mceived by fome, 
that he had altered l:i-' opinion, and was no* :eady to extend 
the principle fo far a:; he !,.»d rained it on the pieceding Mon¬ 
day ; it was to prcveiv: that rr of mifccnreption, that he 
begged leave to declare that he had rot given up one jot of 
thepnnciplo he had fta*ud th,^ d. v, . nd Ju^onlv jeafon why 
he had not again dated it was, berauh. front the nature of the 
morion, inch a ft ate men:. was lv-come unite unnecefiary. 

TTic amendment was withdrawn. 

T^ir. Chancellor Pin replied., that he t ruA ed that the right , p in 
. honourable gentleman would n ft allured rhai he had not un- 
derftood, or infrndud to inftmntn ;m\ hiug like a derelit- 
•'don of thofe principles which the ight h mournhle gentle* 
man had before avowed; but, fiom the nature of the fpeeeh 
whicli tlie right honoinable gertMmn b id made, it certainly 
went much nearer to his own opinion than it approached on 
Monday fail. # 

f Mr. Burk? Paid that, as tfie ^* honourable gentleman Mi. Burke 
had d&fclaicd he diflemd both from him and from his right 
honourable friend, perhaps as he. ha 1 not dated in what the 
difference lay, he might conceivj tint he (Mr. Burke) from 
what he had (aid relative to tWe preamble of the 27th of 
1 Elizabeth, meant to maintain and defend that preamble. . 

Mr. Burke re-ftated his argument as far as it relafed to that 
preamble, and reafoned upon it as a proof that a plea was 
given in it, which, had it been founded, would have been a 
.jgood one. He, next, adverted to the general principle he 




*Ai£LiAftEkr¥iRv A, iw' 

fiatl fafcd Aowti 9 to Which III Adhered; blit lid declared that 4 
lie Ihould nfcverthtfeft advrie the more foment way of cany-' 
ing fuch principles mtti execution. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pttt, declared that, he really had not im¬ 
puted to the right honourable gentleman fuch an idea as he 
had feetned to imagine; that in fait he had not explained in ' 
What points he agreed with that right honourable gentleman, 
any more than in what he differed from another right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) and thus, becaufe he could 
not help faying that the prefent was not the fit time for dif- 
cuffing their opinions. The chief difference was, that in 
his opinion, he neithei could agree to carry the one principle, 
that a State had no power 1 whatever to enquire into the reli¬ 
gious opinions of the fubjeft on any occafion, to the extent 
Which the one right honourable gentleman had done, nor 
the oppofite principle, that it had an uncontroulablefuper- 
intending power, in all cafes, and on all occahoift, could 
be warrantably carried to the extent, m favour of which the 
right honourable gentlemen had contended. M 
Mr. Mr. Atonney General having expreffed a wifh tfiat Toler- 
Attorney ation, when gianted, might be as exten(i\e is poflible, and 
General Hated, that, in his opinion, the hill, as opened by his ho¬ 
nourable and learned fiicnd, would not he lufficiently com- , 
prehenfive, reminded the Houfe, that the Romin Catholics, t 
at tins moment, walked the flreets ot London m as perfect 
fecunty as any other defcript ion of fubjeCls whatfoever, and 
that no perfon thought of molefling them Perhaps, moft 
gentlemen wert aware tint a controverfy was going on be¬ 
tween the two defcnptitms of Rom in Catholics; thofe who 
called themfelves Proteflant Catholics, and thofe who had 
n6t protefted ; at lead, if it was not generally known, feve- 
ral punted papers had been handed to him in which the Non- 
protefting Roman Catholics give as fenfible reafons to flitw^ 
that they had a fair cl urn to bt embraced in the bill, as well 
as the other dcfcnption of Roman Catholics, as ever he had 
read. 

M r> Mr. Mitfoyd dated the very ground on which he for two 
Mitford. yfcars, held out to the pubhc an expectation that he was to 
bring forward fuch a bill as the motion then before the Com- ' 
rtuttee deferibed, the faft that a number of refpeClable Ro¬ 
man Catholics had protedeil iolemnly agamft all thofe evil 
opinions, winch the lingual of the laws m being imputed 
to theqj, and, theiefoie, he muft have afted mconfiftently , 
to havtf Come forward with any other bill than that which he 
Was now endeavouting to bring forward. 

Mr. W. Mr. fy Smith rofe and declared, that it was vefy indif- 
ft ren t to him fo as lehtf was given to the Roman Catholics, 
whether it was done by one bill or tW6; but what he hid:. 

7 chiefly 
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chiefly rifen for, was to corroborate what had been Hated 
early in the debate by the right honourable gentleman, on 
the other fide of the Houfe: that the Diflenters were ex¬ 
tremely glad that relief was likely to be given to the Roman 
Catholics. The Diflenters were feldom unanimous on any 
one point, but there was a general unanimity on the fubjeft 
pf granting relief to the Roman Catholics; and, though 
they thought themfelves hardly dealt by, he had not met 
with one Diflenter, with whom he had been accuftomed to 
ad, who had not concurred in exprefling his hearty wifh that 
the Roman Catholics might, by feme lcheme of Legiflation 
or other, receive the benefit of relief from the feveral Sta¬ 
tutes, to which they ftill remained unjuftifiably expofed. 

The motion was at length carried. •Adjourned. 

Wednefday , 2 d March, 



Mr.*Dundas, without entering upon any preliminary ob- 
fervations, r^ad the following rdblutions: 

“ Thajiit appeals to this Houfethat the attacks made by 
Tipp^o oultan on the lines of Travancore, *on the 29th of 
December 1789, the 6th of March, and 5th of April 1790, 
were unwarranted and unprovoked infractions of the treaty 
entered into at Mangalore, on the 10th day of March 1784.’* 
u 1 hat the conduit of the Governor General of Bengal, in 
deteimining to piofecute with vigour the war againft Tip- 
poo .Sultan, in conlequence of his attack on the territories of 
the Raiah of Travancore, was highly meritorous,” 

u That the treaties entered into with the Nizam on the ift 
of June, and wiih the Mahrattas on the 7th of July, 1790, 

*are wifely calculated to add vigour to the operations of war, 
v and to promote the future tranquillity of India; and that the 
faith of the Britifli nation is pledged for the due performance 
ot the engagements contained in the laid treaties.” 

Mr. Du ndas having moved jtlie firll refolution, which was 
fcconded by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 

* General Smith role and remarked, that, in confequence Genemi 
of having moll attentively examined the papers upon the 
table, he was now convinced of the juftice of the war, 
and of the policy of the’mqalures which had been adopted; 
n r could he idled upon the laft, without adding that the 
fyflem of Government put fnjd by Earl Cornwallis flood, if 
poflible, even higher than it wns before in his opfhion. In order 
to form a juft idea of the iiltentions of Tippoo, Sultan, and 
the principles upon which l)e aded, it was neccflary to take a 
retrofped of his former condud. From the papers it would 
appear, that it was his determined refolution to attack the 
lines of Travajicore. bfe had fummoned the fort of Cranga- 
nore to furrender. There could be no doubt that the Dutch 
* Vol. XXVIII. 3 P bad 
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fel t to (ell tbefe forts ®nd ^hat the Rajah was folly at 
llbefty to conclude the purclufe P$rhips, hiwever, it 
might be thought that ihe Britifh Government ought to 
have been coni ul ted in the conduit of this tranlaftion* And 
if» in this refpeft, there appemd any omulion, or my want 
of proper deteience, ne was more willing to impute it to the 
influence of fume miltake, thin to my int ntionil negleft 
» or difpofition to offend. The conduct of r ippoo was inhdi 
r ous, and plainly indicated a ddn to fei/f upon cv«iy pie 
text of quarrel, and a determ ned rtlolurion to commute 
hoflihries. Whilft he was colcftin^ his Hrccs, md pre¬ 
paring for a&ion, he wrote a Ittui to the Riiah of I rn ui- 
core, complaining of the p ir Ji it ot the for % m<l fHtnig 
his right to them xclirfn* poueflion \\ he ht had ret i\td 
an anfuer on fhefecpo.nts, wInc 1 left him no I any 
room for complunt, md depn\u him of eve rv p i rext fin 
afferting his right, he fnd reemrie to a ficonJ expedient. 
He dumped up a ftory ot an incro iJiment on h s hound irit s, 
on which to found a further pieUxt of qumel md juftify 
his refolution to commence hoiulitus Noth nc ciVT K con¬ 
ceived more elm, pitxile* and turn; erate ihm tht mfwer 
of Loid Cornwlllis to the lettei of Mr Hollond, which 
contained an account of tlw ti in'aft ion He proceeds with 
the greatUl ( nition ; lie m ikes t vi i y rect i\ uv p ovifi >n for 
the lituation of iffurs, md uq evuy pi s r intonna* 
tion, befoie he fliould firm his iHt lution, or \ pt any dc- 
finitive line of cm Juft. 1 v» is it nly p rluwled, t'ut if 
Mr. Hollond ha 1 written, at tint tin , 10 I ippoo, that 
war would have povul the coni cj mk o| m a tack up m 
the lines, he wnild lnv di filled tiom 1 is itrempt, h flil- 
lties would not hive tiken | he , md the p ch m c d mimes 
would h ive been avcittd. Much hid heui 1 ud concerning 
the niture ot civil and mil it ty g( vunm nt H cl the go 
vernment in Irdu been mil it v, \ 11 If dlond muft have 
be*n tried byaco itt nmtiil foi diloi) lienee toordus Mr. 
Hollond’s le tci appeircu to 1 im untmttlligibl After the 
conduft purlutd m the pirt ot 1 ippoo, he tdks to him as 
if he wv picihe illy inclined, ml puftftlv difpohd to ob- 
ierve the tre itv, an 1 n entions attick of thp lines, of 
which he w is the author, is i circumftinc which mu't 
have hip; cned without his ordf cs ci concurrence, 1 or 4 uch 
languugt, it fifeh x cufis, ht owned he was entnely at a lofs 
to account , I lv defence ot the lines of Travancote ap¬ 
peared to hem of ecjual importance with the dtfcncc of the 
walls of Muir is 1 ravancore wis the mod mateual ot all 
pafTes. If it fliould fill into the hands of Tippoo, the Car¬ 
natic lay nr medi itely open to an invafion, and the whole of 
our pofleilions m that quarter became entnely within his 

power. 
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power. Befidet, the attack on the lines was & bttath of the 
treaty; it was an infult to the honour of a great nation. 

The fecurity of our fettlements in the Eaft depended as much 
on charadter as on force. At prelent, we were refpe&ed* 
but, in order to preferve that rcfpe< 9 , it was neceflfary that 
we {hould a ft with vigour. 1 here was no doubt that juf- 
tice formed the firft principle of adhon; but, it could not be 
denied that tefiftance to mlult was alfo neceflary. On 
thefe principles, he was of opinion, that no other part could 
have been a fled by Loid Cornwallis, than that which he 
really purfued: And, however he might join with him in 
lamenting the calamities with which the war was attended, 

•he ftill muft give his approbation to tlje motives from which 
it had ongi ated. War, in the cucumftancesof tlje country* 
appealed to him ntceflaiy and unavoidable. 

■"The honourable St, A S john lemuked that however 
grcflt Ins regud mif lit be foi the perfonal charaflei and pri ^ ^ St * 
vate vir of 1 oul Cornwalli , lit could by no means con- jjh n . 
cur with ufulutioils for appioving of the piHcnt tranfac- 
tions in India, on which in expence of million*, and the 
lives ot mu y thou! inds, might yet be dependant. Much 
of the evidence which hid been produced to juiiifv the refo- 
lurions, appiaud to him foreign to the queftion : And from 
the ftriflcji attention to thi papeis on the table, and a clofe 
examin non of their contents, he had been led to form a full 
and delib'iate opinion, that the wai at prefent earned on m 
India was impolitic, net dir fs, ind unjuft. Befoie he {hould 
proceed to ttate his own reilons tor this opinion, he would 
fiifl point out the defids of the evidence which had been 
brought forw.ud on the other fide. It had been aflerted, 
that Tippoo had, for ltveivl yeirs, enterta ned mentions of 
attack. T Jus a'lWrion dr pended on the f nth of a Sabardar 
of the Ra| ih of G jjji if*, wher hid been in the camp of Tip- 
poo, and whole evidence, as'he muft have entered into his 
lei vice loi the purpofe of betraying him, was not entitled to 
touch cred’t. Hid 1 ippoo cirtertamed a previous intention 
of ittick, imp lit rt not Ik luppofed that he would have put 
his arm merit on a much better footing? Mr. Powney’s 
letter of the M th ( f Januuy fcys, that 1 ippoo’sarmy confifted 
only of 12^00 le^Ha tioop^ 160^,0 mcgular, and 6ooo ca- 
viliy, ind tbit his ini£hv*tjr after the aftioiigof the 29th of 
Dtcembei coi Id he attnlnttifd only to his wanting means to 
accomplilh l.is plan. ^uhliquent intelligence d^d not lead 
Mi. Powncy to alter tbit opinion; foi on the 17th of Ja¬ 
nuary, he writes that, from the general tenor of intelligence 
from T1 p poo’s army, he was of opinion that Tippoo came ill 
provided both with guns and ammunition. The Rajah of 
*1 ravancore lumfelf gives a fimilar account of the ftcength of 

3 P Z Tippoo’s 
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Tippoo* s army. He begins his letter of the ift of March to 
General Meadows by faying that Tippoo had* two months 
before, attacked his lines with an army of 15000 men, fo that 
it could not be affirmed that he had colle&ed a numerous 
and regular force from a previous intention of commencing 
attacks, and it was more probable that he had only a£led from 
the operation of circumitances All the arguments then 
adduced to prove his previous intentions of hoftilities, from 
the circumftance of having in readinefs a formidable army, 
amounting to 100,000 men, fell to the ground. Nor does it 
appear, from the letters to Lord Cornwallis, that he had any 
intention of attacking the lines previous to the purchafe of 
the forts. Let it then be considered in what circumitances. 
thefe forts were purchafed. The Dutch fold them merely to 
get rid of a difpute. 1. The Rajah of Travancore had only 
purchafed a difputed right. The letter of the council-at 
Cochin indicated a fufpicion of their own right, as tfteyfaid 
that they fuppoled it unneceflary to enter into the oueltion of 
the difpute,^ the very point which, of all'others, itjvas moil 
incumbent for them to explain. He would read an ext raft 
from a letter which contained a hiftory of thefe forts. They 
had been the fubjefit of difpute between Hyder Ally and the 
Dutch; (lyd: r Ally had got poflWlion of them, which he 
retained after an accomodation had taken place with the 
Dutch, but having afterwards evacuated them, they were 
again garrifoned by the Dutch. 7 his information was con¬ 
firmed by the third report of the Secret Committee, of which 
the right honourable gentleman was the chairman. That 
report gives an account of the treaty which Mr. Haftings 
had concluded with Mr. Rofs, the Director General of the 
Dutch Company in Bengal in 1781. The preamble to which, 
already ftates, that the Dutch forts on the coait of Malabar, 
were aflually then attacked by Hyder Mly. It therefore ap¬ 
pears, that, for many years paft, th£ right to poflefs thefe 
forts had been difputed between the Myfore Government and 
the Dutch. What, therefore* the Rajah of Travancore pur¬ 
chafed was this difpute. But even fuppofing that the right 
to poffcfs thefe forts had never bern difputed between the 
Dutch and Tippoo; even theij the Rajah of Travancore 
could not have been entitled to the fupport of the Britifh Go¬ 
vernment in tl^at purchafe, as Re had a£hd contrary to their 
advice. The only treaty we had with the Rajah of Travan¬ 
core was purely a defendve Ane; we were not therefore 
bound to fupport him in any new aquifitions. In Europe, 
we have a defenfive alliance with the King of Pruffia. 
Let us fuppofe that Monarch was to^exprefs to his Majefty’s 
Mfnifters a wifh to purchafe from the King and Republic of 
Poland the city of Dantzic; let us fuppofe alfo, that his 
Majeiiy’s Minifters expreffed a decided difapprobation of 

fuch 
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fuch a tranfa&ion; that they reprefented that foch a meafure 
would unavoidably give great umbrage to the.Emprefs of 
Ruliia, and a war with that powerful ftate be the certain 
confequence; if notwithftanding thefe representations, the 
King of Pruflia was to conclude that purchafe, and in con¬ 
fequence be led into a war with the Emprefs of Ruflia, with 
what propriety could he ; or, even if the Rajah of Travan- 
core had fuffered an injury, ought we at firft to have had 
recourfe to war in order to procure red refs ? The effedls of 
negotiation ought to have been tried. T he conduct which 
had been purfued by his Majefty’s Minifter’s, in the late 
difpute with Spain, had not been forgotten. An infuit had 
teen offered to the Britifh flajf; an injury had been done to 
our commerce, force was colledled, armaments were pre¬ 
pared; yet reparation was fought onfy in the courfe of a 
long and protracted negotiation, and, at Lift, obtained with¬ 
out -ariy neceflity of employing warlike operations. Had a 
fimilar plan been purfued in India, the fame happy confe- 
quences night have been the refult. It had been ftated, 
that the Britilh nation would be degraded by fending an am* 
baflador to Tippoo; but he was at a lofs to dilcover how 
this meafure could be attended with any more degradation 
than the embafly of Mr. Fitzherbert. If we wer% to go to 
war for a point of honour like that, then 
“ Honour’s but an empty bubble”, 

<c Fighting ftill, and Hill deftroying.” 

The firft letter of Lord Cornwallis had ftated that he could 
not fupport the Rajah in his put chafe, and if he perfifted in 
retaining it, he muft abide by the conlcqucnce;. Such feem- 
ed to he the refult of his own judgement. But afterwards, 
either fiom the inftrudtions of the Board of Control, or from 
his own idea that the revolution in France prefen ted a fa¬ 
vourable opportunirygi&ff exhrminating N ippon, as he could 
not then receive fupn^frt fromViis French allies, he had adopt¬ 
ed a different line of conduit.. I he prefent fituation ot the 
affairs of the Eaft-India Company was certainly by no means 
favourable to waw They had engaged in it with the incum¬ 
brance of a debt of fixtfen millions. Loans of money had 
been advertifed for its fuppri t at Fort St. George, at the rate 
of ten per cent, intereft, anlJ at Fort William at the rate of 
twelve per cent. No perfoivcould deny that ^ war, condufl- 
ed under fuch ciicurpft.mces of ex pence, muft be ruinous in 
its confequences. The arm^ of General Meadows was fup- 
ported at an expence of 240,000!. per month. The remain¬ 
ing detachments, under the command of Colonel Hartley, 
Colonel Kelly, &c. could not be computed at a left fum; fo 
that the whole expence amounted to fix millions a year.— 
The credit of the Eaft-India Company was conne&ed with 
the credit of the nation. In feveral of the expences which 
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it hfed incurred, it was countenanced by the nation, and it 
could not be doubted, that in defraying thefe, it muft be 
fupported from the fame quarter. It ought then to be con- 
fidered whether approbation ihould be given to meafures at¬ 
tended with fuch expences, which ultimately muft fall on 
the nation.' It ought to be confidered whether fuch a facn- 
fice of expence ftiould be made on a point in which the mte- 
refts of the Eaft-India Company weie alone concerned. The 
prefent war in India, it had been admitted, was the refult of 
mifconduft : and they were now to determine, whether that 
mifconduft ought to be fupported at fo dear a rate. It had 
been objefted to Mr. Fox's India bill, and falfely objefted, 
that many of the prerogatives of the Crown were put into the 
hands of the Conmiflioners appointed by that aft; but when 
Mr. Pitt propofed his bill, it was argued that the Board of 
Control were aftually mveiled with the power of making 
war or peace, and that even without the concuirence of ei¬ 
ther the King or Parliament but when that argjnnent was 
ufed, it was little thought that events'Would fiofoon fhew 
how well it was founded. All we can do now is, to lament 
the many calamities which this exetciie of power in the 
Board of Control will bring on out pofleffions in India, and the 
heavy exoences which the Britifh nation will have to beat. 
He could by no means concur with a relolution of approving 
meafuren in a traniaftion, which he deemed impolitic, un- 
neceffary, and unjuft, and productive of fuch mifchievous 
a$d dangerous confluences. 

* Colonel Colonel Afac/coditmaiktd, that Lord Cornwallis had, for 
ftlaclcod. four years, been engiged in ferving Ins countiy in a climate 
not the inoft favouiable to health. During that time, he 
had brought the affairs of his Government into the mod flou- 
riffling fituition, and had eftabliily?d the Hate of credit upon 
a footing highly refpeftible Ve w. upon the eve of 
returning, when a crtel and* treacherous tyrant, a deter¬ 
mined enemy of the Britifh nime, began, by his hoftile at¬ 
tempts, to embroil the affair of India. How does Loid 
Cornwillis aft upon this occafion ? He 'foregoes his own 
prolpefts of eafe and retreat; he un^u takes the management 
of public affairs; he faces the fto m, and affumes upon him- 
felf the whole refponfibility. Srtne hid praifed Lord Corn¬ 
wallis, at the^xpence of his predeceffor : but his merits 
needed no foil. He wis not under the neceffxty of adopting 
the mixim of tliofe who, wherf they entered upon the Go¬ 
vernment, departed, in everv thing, from the praftice of 
their predeceffor, and thought proper even to reveife the 
head on the coin, a maxim which at •prefent to many gentle¬ 
men th this country might be an objeft of hopeful expec¬ 
tation. 

[At 
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[At this part of the fpeech, there was a cry of " Chair! 
Chair !" when the Speaker reminded the honourable Mem¬ 
ber, that the fubjed now under conlideration was the conduCl 
of Lord Cornwallis, fo far as it related to the prefent war in 
India, and that there was no occafion to introduce any men¬ 
tion of his predeceffor, or any infinuation which was perfectly 
foreign to the queftion.] 

Colonel Macleod, haviug apolqgifed, proceeded to ft ate, 
that the power of the Mahrattas was not, as had been fug- 
gefted, likely to be rendered too formidable, fo as to deftroy 
the balance of India, by any diminution of the power of 
Tippoo. The Mahrattas, in their prefent ftate, were not 
at all dangerous. T hey wer^divided into two parts per¬ 
fectly diftinCt. There lubfifted between themfelves a num¬ 
ber of little difcnlTiohs and divifions of irttereft. Before they 
could become formidable, it was ncceilary that they iliould 
unite. -But this was lefs probable, as the principal part of the 
Mahrattajfwas governed by five Chiefs of equal po ver, each 
of whonTiiiwJ^s nec^flary iliould confent to any declaration 
of hollihty. Amoog this number we always had it in our 
power to fecure fuch a degree of influence, as would prevent 
the probability of fuch an event It had been ftated that the 
charaCler of I ippoo ought to be laid afide in confidering the 
prefent queftion. So for from agreeing with this opinion, he 
regarded it as the main hinge on which the difeuflion depend¬ 
ed. He was an implacable and inveterate enemy of the Bri- 
tifh name ; inveterate from religion, inveterate from ambi¬ 
tion, and a reft I els defire of conqueft. His enmitv to the 
Britifti was not lefs ftrong and rooted, than that of Hannibal 
to the Romans, and could not be gratified till it had offered 
their utter deftruCtivn. Great as the expence was which had 
been incurred this year, he could not anfwei but that a great 
armament would pio ye to be maintained at the fame 

expence every year,Hpp^p fhould either have received 
fome effectual blow, (bv be altogether crufhed. As to the 
argument that had been urged, *>f attacking Tippno at a time 
when he could <npt j>e fupnortew bv the French, if fuch was 
one of the motives of the^war, he did not fee how it was not 
perfectly fair to take thead^mtage. It had been faid that 
another motive of the warms, to ^divide his terr tories.— 
Such a partition among the Fences who now languilhed un¬ 
der h*is tyranny, would bean event highlv desirable. if it 
was confiderecJ that ! fVder AHy had difpoffelfcd the Hindoos 
of a territory extending no leK than five hundred miles, it 
would certainly appear an act of jullice to reftore rhe native 
Princes, who had, in consequence of the ufurpation, been 
reduced to the greateft dfflrefs and extremity, to their origi¬ 
nal dominions. The Zamoren, wliofe Court had once boafb d 
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ib much fplendor and magnificence, had come to his catnp, 
and in what fituation ?—to beg a little rice for his own fop- 
port, and that of his family. He, it may be fuppofed, was 
not infenfible to the diftrefs of the Royal fupplicant, and did 
not fail to give him a fpecimen of Britifh generality. The 
movement of General Meadows had been cenfured, as tend¬ 
ing to protraft the war. He, from his local knowledge, 
could affirm, that the General had moved in the exa£t line 


' which he ought. P>y thole who cenfured his movement, it 
was not confidered that the objetSl of the war was, firft, to 
prote& the Rajah of Travancore, and fecondly, that the 
fouthern part of our fettlements was the raoft defencelefs and 
erxpofed; the General had planted himfelf in lucha lituation 
‘as to afford a fecurity to both. By this time, he hoped that 
he was in 4 ».he middle of the Myfore. Indeed, from the fitu¬ 
ation of our army, and the wifdom of the meafures that Jiad 
been employed, he had no doubt of our fpeedy fuccefc. . 

Mr. Mr. Taylor faid that, not an hour before, a perfnn had put 
Taylor, into his hands fome written remarks on the pap<rssiaid before 
the Houfe, and a few obfervations of Mr. Rippefley’s, oc- 
cafioned by what had fallen from feveral gentlemen in the 
courfe of a former night’s debate relating to the fame fubjedf, 
upon which, had he been able, he would have come down to 
the HouTe, and have fpoken himfelf. Having fent them to 
him, he was a little at a lofs how to proceed; he could not 
offer them to the Houfe as his own fpeech, but if the Houfe 
indulged him by allowing him to read the paper in his* hand, 
he hoped like wile, that after what he had faid, he fhould not 
be de! arred, as a Member that had fpoken in the debate, from 
giving his opinion after he had read the written fpeech of his 
honourable friend. 


Mr. Taylor now paufed for the opinion of the Houfe. 

The The Speaker rofe, and ohfervg^.^t he confidered the ho- 
ripcaker. nourable gentleman as pei ieQfly in when he propofed 

to read a paper that he had received from another honourable 
Member, as part of his fpeeai; and he doubted not, but jf 
the honourable Member was inclined to his own fenti- 
ments afterwards, that the Houfe ^puld readily hear him. 

Mr. 1 nylor then proceeded Co read the following State¬ 
ment, written by Mr. Hippefl^y : 


<c The cxtra6ts * which were read from the records of 
^he Company, will prove thofc principles not to he alto- 
f gether noVel or unfupported; they refer not merely to^the 
period of the contention between the Madras Government 


* Vide Extrafh from the Company's Records, read by Mr. Hippefley 


in fupport of his motion on Monday. 


and 
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fundamental policy of the Company, ever fince the eftablifh- 
ment of the Brltiln power in the -Carnatic. 

“ With refpeft to perfonai motives, Mr. Hippefley wifhed , 
to ftate, that when lie originally gave notice of the motion, 
it was without the privity of a Angle individual; that after¬ 
wards he thought it his duty to communicate it to his right 
honourable friend, with whom it was the pride and plea- 
fure of his life to a£t—and that it was not till he came down 
to the Houfe on the day of the motion, that he mentioned 
the fubjefl to another honourable friend, who fo ably fecond- 
ed the inquiry; on thisgrouud, Mr Hippifley thinks he may 
f^and acquitted of any fa&idus combination to harafs the 
meafures of thofe gentlemen who are entrufted With the direc¬ 
tion or control of our Afiatic interefts. * 

Mr. Hippelley holds no diflinguifhed office to pledge (as 
a right honourable gentleman had dons) for the finceritv of 
his wifb» to prcferve the peace of India, yet he truftecl to 
have credit ffcr equal anxiety with that gentleman, when he 
avowed to the^ioufe, that the greater part of his property 
was embaiked on the bottom of the Eaft-India Company 
with fuch a flake, he could hate no view or Wiih but to fee 
the Company happily extricated from its embarraffipents, and 
to enter with temper on a difcuffion, which involved fo deeply 
not merely the interefts of the Eaft-India Company, but 
which hazarded fo large a portion of the general revenue 
of the nation. > • 

“ Whatever obfervations he conceived *it his duty to 
make on the fails before the Houfe, he hoped nothing 
would bear the confirmation of illiberal imputation On the 
noble Lord who was at the head of the Supreme Government, 
or the honourable General who has the executive direction 
of the war* No im prefled with a deeper con¬ 

viction of their honmfr and integrity—but honour and in¬ 
tegrity will not always exempt uS from fallibility. 

• ** With refpedt to the papifS' —on the 14th of Tune, the 
Rajah of Tjavnfefere informs*the Government of Madras of 
the approach of TippoS^ again!} Cranganore, which he fays 
belongs to the Dutch, of skloat Tippoo demanded pofTeffion; 
that there was a treaty between the Rajah aifd the Dutch— 
that he faw the neceffity of oefendtng it, and afks troops of 
our Government. 

“ Without waiting for il|jb approbation of the Englifb Go¬ 
vernment, and pending the Blue of Tippoo's de&and of the 
Dutch, the Rajah purcnales (on the 31ft July) this contro¬ 
verted title, and with tt, in fad, buys the war. 

“ Here may be fixed the original aggreffion, which, vi ter¬ 
mini, is the firft provocation. The attack'of the lines, five 
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fiso&to afterwards, xhm to con&deted at the confequence or 
nsfentment of an aggreffion. 

. “ It it ndt till the 4th of Auguft, the Refident (Mr. PoW- 

ney) Rates to the Government of Madras, that the Rajah 
bau juft informed him that he is on the point of concluding 
the pnrehafe of Iacottah and Cranganore. Mr. Powney adds, 
** The Rajah, by the deforce of thefe places, Ihould they ndw 
" he attacked, cannot be confiderrd as the aggreflpr ot hofti- 
u iities, for they become a part of his pofleffions, as he would 
“ have been, had he .rendered the afltftance he intended, when 
“ ttoy belonged to the Dutch.” The intention, at leaft, of 
an aggreffion is here admitted to have been in the Rajah’s 
contemplation. * * #■ 

“ On the i pth of Auguft, the Rajah himfelf informs the 
Government of Madras of his new purchafe; iha* from lus 
engagements with the Dutch, ft is highly necefliry he (hbuld 
prevent them falling to, an enemy, and demand 'more 
troops, tl as no doubt the news has leached Tippoo.”’ On 
17th Auguft, the Government of Madras f^tlantly dil'ap- 
proves ot the purchafe, and informs the Rajt*h, that it muft 
** irritate Tippoo, and appear as acollufive purchafe—and 
“ farther, that the Rajah is not to expert the fuppoitof the 
** EogRlH Government, in any contefts in which he may 
« engage, beyond the limits of his own territories” 

“ In reply to the Governor, the Rajah rcfoits to a delibe¬ 
rate falsehood. He aflerts the purchafe to be made “ by the 
* ** advice and approbation of Str Archibald Campbell.” Sir 
Archibald’s pmitive contradiction lies on the table, and the 
deferred reputation of Captain Bannerman exempts him from 
the leaft poffible imputation. 

u It is to be obferved, that by the preceding letter of the 
10th pf Auguft, the Rajah demands troops to defend him, as, 
** no doubt,” he fays, “ the purchafe has reached 

« Tippoo." On the 3d Septembef^ (after the Govtoooi’s 
difapprobation) he fays, ** Why Ihould l with to purchafe 
** thefe places, if it was IrkIJly to be the Caufe of conteft“r” 
Still the fame duplicity. ’ ^ *«' ’ 

“ The Rajah avows, tha% for fwo years, his objedt has 
been to poftefs Cranganore, Sect This objedt could have been 
noTecret to Tippoo Sultan, aid a lufficient motive to excite 
his watchful jealoufy. Recurring to nearly the lame point of 
^gdmei (two years), we find the Rajah then firft applied for 
fPEro battalions to to Rationed (p his country. Sir Archibald 
Ctpptolfs motion in granting them was, in this in fiance, as 
ever, the beft; the Rajah evidently had a motive which he 
Aid not chufe to avow to Sir Archibald, via. that the Bntifh 
troops,’Rationed as they were at Paroor, (the iteareft point 
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r o Cranganore) fitoufd imprefs Tippoo with an opinion that 
the IjtUilb Government countenanced his projpd. 

“ On the 18th Auguft, the-Governor of Madras commu¬ 
nicates the Rajah’s apprehenfions to Tippoo. Tippoo replies, 
the uth September, ** That the Rajah’s having tdken pof- 
“ feffion of Cranganore, &©. with the confent of the Dutch, 
“ it being huilt op his circar, would occaiion trouble; that 
“*he therefore begs the Governor to recommend the Rajah 
« to dehver them back to the Dutch.” Tippoo alfo com¬ 
plains of the Rajah giving (helter to certain fugitive*'from 
his circar, He protefles every delire to adhere to the 
treaties with the Company; and in a fubfequent letter, he 
inclofes thole of 1769 and 1784^10 which the Rajahs of Tra- 
vascore and Tanjore aie included, the^ former Aipulating, 
“ piovided they aie not the aggreffors ”, • 

« On 20th J)tctml>ei, Tippoo fends a Vakeel, or a Mi¬ 
nifies to the Rajah, infilling on the evacuation of Cranga¬ 
nore :*/fiat,|he ihould not give icloge to the rebellious fub- 
jedls of M j fete; and farther, that he Ihould deftroy the lines 
e reded on the Countries of lus vaffgl. 

** 1 he Vak< 4 l is Rated to have made ihefe demands with 
fome infolence; but it mull be tccollefled, that near five 
months had elapfed fince the Rajah took pofleflion of Cran- 
ganore, &c. pending the ifiiie of Tippoo’s original demand of 
the Dutch, without {hewing any difpofition to evacuate 
them, as Tippoo had been led to expert, by the firft orders 
of our Governments. 

“ The Rajah, in his vindication, ftatA the right of the 
Dutch to alienate, not being dependant on Cochin; that his 
boundary has been ereAed 25 years, in confluence of a 
grant of the Cochin Rajah, prior to lus becoming tributary 
to Myfore; that he has given orders to Tippoo’s fubje&s, 
who had fled v to him, to retire tbemfelves, and that he had 
referred every thing tgntJdprfclaifcas Government. 

“ Oh thofe affertionp and edntra-affertions, Tippoo and 
the Travancore Rajah are at lftild; nor is it necefiary to,have 
reCOurfe to all tj jg rep etition ofto'rrefpondence. 

** 1 he Rajah spins to the Dutch Government for their 
tefiimony; they, of courfi* fuftain their title, but it is by a 
bare aflicrtion only; and they ire fo obvioufly involved frith 
the Rajah, that they are in efift one and the lame intereft. 
We muft recoiled too a ftrong*hypothetical expreffion in a 
letter of the Madras Government, 17th i February, vii.— 
“ If credit A to be given to the Dutch GoVenimenw^no tri- 
“ bate was paid ; but thisds a point that will be very v difflcult 
“ toifeertain by any written documents.” * 

“ To afeertain this point father, Mr. Hippefley* after 
liia original motion, thought It his duty to make inquiries at 
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Atnlterdam, bbW'farthfe affertion of Independence's to 
be affbmed as a faft. His correfpondent found the Dutch 
“extremely referved; but they admit that, previous to our laft 
war in 1780, Hyder Ally took pofleffion'of Cranganore, and 
garrifoned it, “ as being a place from which they could an- 
cc noy him much” That on the war breaking out, he eva¬ 
cuated his garrifons on the Malabar Coaft, to employ his 
force in the Carnatic; that the Dutch and french being foon 
after united with Hyder agninft us, the Dutch then flipped 
into Cranganbre, and rc-garrifoned it; that Hyder took um¬ 
brage at this ftep, but negotiated with them, by the medi¬ 
ation of the French; that the Dutch fold it, to get rid of the 
negotiation, and to avoid thefoniequences of i ippon’s being 
too near them. <■ / 

w Mt-JHir^flcydcan rely on the authority of his corref- 
pondent, who adds, u you may fafely advance this (aft in 
“ Parliament,” and it goes to prove, at leall, tha^ the de¬ 
mand of Tippoo is not a rfecent affumption, nor hjs j^jloufy 
of a recent date. * ^ ' 

u It niuft he recollefted, too, that* Tip/wo had jnftly 
other ground of refentment again(l the DutcMHovernment of 
Cochin; for the moment a feparatepeace took place between 
the Dutch, French, and Englifh, the Cochin Government 
inftantlyTupplied warlike flares to Colonel Fullarton’sarmy, 
to aft offenfively again ft their late ally, Tippoo Sultan. 

That Cranganore was originally taken by conqueft from 
the Portugnefe, is true; but we know not what conceflions 
may fubfequently h 3 ve been made hy the Dutch, with a view 
to extend their trade with the country powers, or to acquire 
farther diftrifts in its vicinity. 

a In a cafe of property, our Courts would rejeft all fuch 
evidence as has been adduced as infufficient to fnbftnntiate a 
title. Where the alternative of ^deluging with (l blood fome 
of the faireft provinces of Indfc^is^fe^jfed to the expedient, 
at firft wifely fuggefled, of rMinquifl^ng the purchafe, how 
much more cautious fhould tyave been our decifion ! 

** The teflimony of Mr. VPowney, the R«(ident, is nlfb 
adduced ; but Mr. Powney probably.ha<f*tfccefs only to fuch 
matet^ls as the Rajah chofe to £up$y him with. Mr. Pow¬ 
ney, too, is led into different/opinions, with refpeft to the 
fame fadis. On the ift of Senfeeipber, he ftates, “ that the 
** importance of Cranganore, to the Rajah, is very con - 

M fiderable, amltbfcfafety of bis country depends on their 

not beirg in th£ hands of an enemy.” On thfc- he 

fays, ** that Cranganore, &c. will be found, upon exami- 
u nation, to be very inconfidcrable, and not acqUilUbns 
** worAy of ferious conapcti yptu* * N I 

* - * Mr. 




Mr. Fowftey alfo 1 *ft$qrtemb»r) «that this 

“ Rajah of Cochin has only been for twelve years paftatri- 
“ hutary to the Myfore Chiefs;* By the tellimony of the 
Cochin Rajah himfelf, he acknowledges being obedient to 
Myfore twenty-four years, that is, from 1766. Tippoo af- 
ferts the dependancy of the Cochin Government for fifty - 
four years; nor does he confider that the admifikm of a fpe- 
cifid tribute fince 1766 only, as controverting this aflertion; 
Tippoo himfelf, in his letter of the 24th December, referring 
to this teftimony*>f the Cochin Rajah, in refutation of the 
affertions of the Rajah of Travancore. 

u The Rajah of Travancore aflerts his grant from the Ra¬ 
jah of Cochin to be twenty-five years Handing, no doubt 
taking the longeft period. This borers fo dofely on the 
admiflion of the Cochin Rajah, that, fittinglonger 
claim of Tippoo, it excites fufpicion, at leaft, of acollubon 
between the two Rajahs and the Dutch, of which Mr, 
Povi^ey,.' with the heft intentions, might have been made the 
dupe. . .. 

u TippocJafTerts* (24th December) the Rajah of Travan¬ 
core, notwituftanding the certainty of the Q>chm Rajah 
being a dependant of his Circar, keeps a guar#of 2OO men 
at his houfe, and fuffers none to approach him, without his 
(the Travancore Rajah’s) confent? and the whole rorrefpon- 
dence fliews, that he is a creature at leaft of the Rajah of 
T ravancore. It is admitted, that half the Cochin country 
lies within*the lines ere&ed by the Rajah of Travancore, and 
that Tippoo has not accefs to his vaflal? however refra&ory, 
but hv paffing thofe lines, * 

a The attack of the lines of the 29th December, was not 
till five months after the Rajah took poffeffion of Crangrfnore 
under this collufive purchafe; that attack is expreffiy and 
ipontaneoq/iy difavowfd^fiy Tippoo Sultan, by his letter of 
the 1 ft of January,/**'#)^ Governor of Fort St. George. It 
alfo appears by the Ir/ftcr of tihe 17th of February of that *, 
Government, “ that the condyd of Tippoo Sultan fince that 
* period, (v^k^th Decemjpr) had been conformable to 
tf fuch difli^P^ for^though his army was ftill encamped 
“ near the line’s^ nothing hoftile had been committed agamft 

M In the cafe of FalkjfajB Hands, (where we were prin¬ 
cipals) ** a disavowal on tiiepart of Spain wajf accepted as a 
<e reparation, with which the honour apd* dignity of the na- 
u tion might be fatisfied * 4 i V>‘, ^ * r v- 

cc On the i>ft of March, the Rajah informs the OoyefO- 
ment of Madras, u that Tippoo had continued quiet till that 
day, when his (the Rajah’s) people a&yancedbeyond the, 
u lines (or boundary of his country)* in, order tp deftroy cer- 
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* tain preparations fajd to be making for a battery* and that 
M an engagement topk placed 
u It i» admitted that 1 ippoo was preparing his means to 
be ready for an attackfive months had elapfed fince the 
Rajah’s pofleffion of Cianganore;— the attack was loon after 
made, nnd the lines carried by l ippoo, who razed them 
and bating all th havancore country open to him , he remained 
fame weeks or! ns borders, Without attempting any thing ti'cnnjl 
. ihi Rajah'\ o*dpiffejions, but deftroying Ctan^anore only , at- 
terWaul leturned toCombatour ^ 

« W ith ref^eft to the negociation propofed by the Go¬ 
vernment ot Matins, Geneial Meadows objeQs to tht leply 
of Tjppoo “ th it out Commifponers fliould be fent to him * 
Hie Genci 1 rbuve«, “ that it fuch appointment wtre to 
“ tike pl yu it ; would* be highly improper, and leflen the 
“ conlt tjuence of the Company’s Government in the eyes of 
46 the Princes of this country.” Wemuft recollect, how¬ 
ever, that 1 ippoo was then on the very fpot fittefi^fo^ave 
the preference foi the examination of the fafts in difpute.— 
We muft recolleft too, that when we wftre pi^icipal , and 
oarhonour more at flake, we hid no fcruple toiend a Mem¬ 
ber of the Nladias Government to negociate the peace of 
Mangilore ?t the Durbar of Fippoo Sultan. Such, too, had 
been almoft the invariable pnfiice of our Governments. 

u When 1 ippoo left the confines of Travancore, and re¬ 
turned to Combatoui, he tlien propofed to fend a perion of 
rank to the General, but this was alfo reject d. 

u 'I he General wife 1 on after in poflcfhon ot Ml the rich 
country of i jppoo, under the Southern Hills; admitting 
the proration hv I ippoo, uid that a juft l^talntion was 
our objeft, we lud then imply mnged out oflendtdhonour, 
and were tite to negocutc, without rifking the attick of his 
paffos* for the tvuit of which we now liindin awful ex¬ 
pectation 

u The heft mfwcr that maw be giv^p, and the ttue one, 
probably, is, thiit Guural Mellows found Ins line of con¬ 
duct hid hetn piefcribed by tld* Beugil Government; and 
tfips hampt ied, as we evidently were, by*s?r<ii new tn Hits, 
we could not th n, without exc ting i^aJoufy^nhave negoentf d 
a peace ; when, by the exprels Articles of thole tie ines, our 
I allies were not entitled to a participation of our conqueft, we 
were towaitforfthe piotiaftcd depredations of our allies, that 
they might fhirS with us in the plunder., 

<* if it i^find th^t Tippoo had hrft recourfe to arras, the 
reply may be given from the beft writers on the Law of Na¬ 
tions, “That it is not the firft military a&ion, but the 
“ ofurpatiop of another's right, or*the denial of juftice, 
« which denominate* the aggreflor* and evinces the firft 
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“ commepcement of hoflifity.” Thelaws of nature and of 
reafon (on which all laws are founded) givefno right to have 
recourfe to force^ but where raildand pacific mealures are i&- 
effe&ual. * 

“ Of the proceedings of the Supreme Government, k 
will be fufficient to obfe'rve, that by their letter of the 29th 
\>f AUguft, the Governor ard Council refolVe, “ that the 
« conteft, even if attended with the utmoft fnccefs, cai>nc*t 

ct prove advantageous to*our affairs in that country*^- 

•On the 13th of November they refolve, c< that of whatever 
“ importance Cranganore and lacottali maybe totbeTra- 
vancore country, it cann*t-be oppofed to the ferious oora- 

“ lequences of a -In the feme letter aIfo they *e- 

folve, u that if the independent right®of tiVe^ufch can be 
<s afeertained, the transfer of thofe places to the Rajan fbail 

u be maintained and defended,”-On this iflue the Bengal 

GqySrnment fix the neceflity of engaging in a war of fo little 
promife, independently of any attack made by Tippoe Gfl 
the ancient ^aranteed dominions of Travancore, and under 
all the circumftances of the Rajah’s intrigue and duplicity a* 
the face of their retoids 1 

u The Government of Madras, on the contrary, inva¬ 
riably perfift in their opinion, •* that the hohotir of Go- 
w vernment ought not to have been committed in the defence 
€t of places furtively obtained, and that the conduit of the 
“ Rajah had been rafli, imprudent, and unwarrantable* on 
“ every principle of policy ami juftice * 

“ On the iath of Fehruaty, the Governor of Madras oh- 
ferves to Lord Cornwallis, *■ that as far as he can form any 
“ judgement, it is not Tippoo's intention to break with the 
“ Company; he probably feels himlelf injured by the con- 
“ du£t of jthc Rajah of^Travancore ; that it reft? with his 
st Lordlhip to con&SrfTiow fair fuch condudt may be con- 
“ fiftent with the reljJefil he IwCs to Government, or with 
“ the law of nations; that iy appears to him a Veryimpor- 
tant queft island from th<|latc letters received from Tip^ 
u poo Sultan^ffefe reafon to think that he will be 

•* difpofed to a negociatWh/or the adjuftment 1 of the points 
<c in difputc*” .A # 

u Whatever may be diweneral merit or demerit of Mr* 
Hollond’s Government, this fafifc is confeiltKl, that a movt 
intelligent Company's fervayt does not eKift in India; and 
fuch was his reputation, urhaftthe Court of Difedlors thougte: 
him the fitted perfcn to fitffhe Chair of Madras; * V 
“ The latefi advices from Bengal, (on the printed papers) 
is from Lord Cornwallis, of the 8th of March, ^who tliinks 
it “good policy tb exa St fevere reparatibw^a Prince, 
“ who avows fo rancorous anenmity tltrJBmifti nation.* 

1 ' v ', It 
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Tippoo is cruel andveindifiive! Has he no ground of 
complaint of us ? Let us recoiled! the detail of an officer 
prelent at the capture of Aoanpore, in the Bedenore country, 
by the Bombay army, under General Matthews, “ four 
a hundred women this officer reprefents, “ bleeding un- 

def the bayonet, either dead, or expiring in each other’s 
* arms, the foldiers committing every outrage on their bo- 
^ diesi!” 

“ Can we fi rget the circumftances of our violation of the 
capitulation of Bedenore ilfelt,^ It i» painful to tefer to the 
tranfa&ion, and to fhe unhappy retnbution exacted of the 
unfortmwt&rJHtifti General! 

u Lord Cornwallis alfo, 8th March, obfeives, “ that 
€ * Tjppoo can expedt no affiftance at prelent from the French.” 
In cotlrtefy, however, we may fuppofe the French ^To to 
lympathize with their ally, though poffibly not in a condition 
immediately to aid him#* Manet hi alia mentrrejoflum f 

44 It is contended that the armament of ftppoo, exagge¬ 
rated by a Subahdar deferter to ico,OOo! muft have been 
drawn together for greater objefls than the poffeffion of Tra- 
vancoiei*- Lord Cornwallis himfelf, 15th December, offeis 
the heft reply to iuch loofe aflertions, when he cautions Mr. 
Po*wney, 44 not to give way to the Rajah’s fears, or to credit 
u implicitly the buzar (or idle) leports of TippocA intention 
w to attack the Tidvancore country.’’ 

46 That Tippoo had colle&ed a large force it is true, and 
he might have various objecSU for employing it. We fee by 
Mr. Powney’s letter, (6th June) that he had been in the 
Calicut country among the Nairs, a powerful, refolute nation 
in the vicinity of Cranganore, wjiom neither Hyder nor Tip¬ 
poo could evereftcdlua'ly lubdue. 4 i TJie Nairs,” fays Mi. 
Powney, 46 were again troulflefome. Vis foon as he left that 
44 quarter, and he has been *$nder the neceffity of fending 
u *LalIy with 4000 men to njuell the diftipsbances.” The 
Corga nation had alfocut off t,\w (^his'Haftalions. 

< ** In the fame letter Mir. Po 0 wnty Hates, that the Travan- 

IforeMinifter is of opinion that r l ip*poo*s defigns are agamft 
Cra*£attorf and th ^pojjeffiuns oythe Dutch . He further hates, 
that the TraSancoreand.CocMn poffeffions are fo intermixed, 
that in attacking the one, he cannot ayoid encroaching on the 
dther. blow is Tippoo, to obtain redrefs of Ins 

tributary ? W 


* lt*ppW«d that the account in th Annu 4 Regifter bad been 
gruffly by one pf the officers. 

ft Vide for 17^3• * 
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«In a letter of Mr. Pownef (without date) on the confu¬ 
tations of Madras, 6th jutoe, he fay$, that “ when Tippoo 
« was moving againft Cranganore, the Rajah had fent a body* 
of his troops to'reinforce the Dutch poffeffions/* This was 
before the Rajah’s purchafe, and certainly in itfelf was a pro¬ 
vocation to Tippoo Sultan. 

% “ It had been laid by a right honourable gentleman, that if 

Tippoo puflied his conquells into Travancore, there would 
be an end of our pofleffions in the Carnatic, and Major Ren- • 
nel had been quoted, to prove the danger of Tippoo’s poffef- 
hon of Travancore, Major Rennel, indeed, days, that ct a 
<c curfory view of the map will (hew how hurtful to the in- 
" teidis of the Carnatic fwch an acceffion of territory muft 
“ prove.” Major Rennel is a perfeft claffic (in every thing 
w ith refpeft to Bengal, the feene of ins p&rSo&il labours), 
but of the Southern Coafts, he confeffe^ he takes every thing 
at fi^concl hand. A view of the map, without knowing the 
&£.?/, proves nothing; andf "nothing can be clearer, in fad, 
than that the pofl^flion of Travancore, and the fafety of the 
Carnatic, have not^the leaft relation to each other, unlefs it 
can be proved advantageous for Tippoo to make a circuit of 
4*or 500 miles from his prefent territories (which of courfe 
would be the feat of his flrength)to march through a narrow 
pafs, from Travancore to Tennerelly, at the extremity of 
the Peninfula (which may be defended by a few hundred 
men) in preference to a dired defeent from the Dandigull, the 
Carour, or the Namcull countries ; in ihort, from the whole , 
Hue of his fouthern territories, flanking the Carnatic, which 
is pcrfedly open to his depredation. Let this anfwer, there¬ 
fore, be given to fuch ill-grounded apprehenfion, viz. that 
the value of the acquifition of Travancore is, in the precife 
ratio of its fquare acres, unaccompanied by any political con- 
fiderationwhatever! # 

If forTravanctwe jre read Tennerelly (and the right ho¬ 
nourable gentleman has givdfi the example of tranfpofitions) 
jhe argument of Major Renjjel, and the apprehenfiens of the 
right honouftUg gentlemanfhimfelf, will be nearer verified. 

“ A diffejwt anftWf ifs#t> be given to the pofition, ftated 
alfo by the tight honoifFaWe gentleman, “ that Cranganore 
“ is of no earthly confequence to Tippoo, but with a view 
<c to annoy Travaqcoj^and that Tippoo cannot foffibly 
“ himfelf be annoyed from* thence. • 

“ The anfwef incited may be the fame in part (for this fup- 
pofition arifes too from an ignorance of the bocal). The 
lines may be attacked with equal, if not fuperior effect* from 
any other part of the country, which for an extent of 25 or 
30 miles from the fea to the mountains, is open to attack 
From Cranganore, a river (and a confiderabJe one) muft be 
Vol. XXVIII. r paffed 
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pat&A to approach tfie tine*. At lacottah, which is in an 
tfltuid, yon are ftiQ north of the lines, and after getting 
through them, another river is of courfe to be palled. In 
the whole extent eaftward, 'few of thofe difficulties occur. 


and Tippoo had free fpace to make his approach (as he did) 
with fuccefs. “ Cranganore was evacuated long before Tip- 
“ poo carried the lines; he was therefore fiee to have made 


his attack from thence, if he had not thought another por¬ 
tion more elligible.” 

** We may appeal to a curfory view of the map to fliew 
Cranganore in another view. Major Rennel will inform us, 
that the only level and eafily acceffible gap in the vaft line of 
mountains from the north to tip* louth of India, is at Palica- 


chcrry, (a foit which,,was not taken by the laft accounts, 
hut which wa? earned m 1783 by a moll gallant coup de 
main of Major Maitland, under the aufpices of Colonel Ful- 
laiton'. I’he command of that pafs is, in a militaiy view, 
the fir ft objeft to be obtained m offenlive wai, for it is the 
only means of pielerving a free communication fiom coift to 
coaft. The river Paniane is often navigable for the ca'iiage 
of ftores the greater pait of the way; the accefs to this pals, 
both to the eall and well, mull ever be guarded with a watch* 
ful eye:—Little more than twenty miles from the fort pf 
Paniane (and the mouth of the nver) is Cranganore. Mull 
not the pofTcffion of Cranganore, merely as a depofit of (lores, 
be an otye& e It is obvious that the pofleflion of every yard 
of ground within that range, parallel with Palicacherry Pals, 
is a very important ohjeft, of which Hyder was ever jealous, 
and which jaaloufy is jullly inherited by Tippoo Sultan. 

“ Extra£ts from private correfpondents to the lateft pe¬ 


riod of advice have been read, and in general they are better 
clues to the real Hate of fails, than the public records. 
That the war is in a great degree popular in Ind a mull be 
admitted ; <?ur prejudices jgainll Tippoc Sultan will weigh 
much; but there is Hill a fthonger prejudice in favour of 
war. The perfonal interefts Ijff individuals (civil and mili¬ 
tary) connected with the fhantfold employ ry tflts created by 
war and conquell I The intereft,,of sfrha Company’s fervants 
ynd their conllituents are not alv^a^S reciprocal. 

Under all the impieffion of fuch prejudices, the inform¬ 


ation of individuals (high in office, and of great probity and 
difeernment) prove the ruinous expence already contrailed, 
and (he utter infufficiency of all^our Indian refources to pro- 
ts 0 L the war. What a perfpeitive is held out by the official 
propofals of our Government to borrow, at an intereft ex¬ 
ceeding, by the half, the ordinary rate of the Company's 
Joans, at 10 and ia, inltead of 8 percent and fcarcely any 
tiring to be obtained even at that intereft. We am jealous 
* that 
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that the powers of India Ihoufd look tip #lth awe and venera¬ 
tion at the magnitude of our power, and the extent of our re- 
fburces, at the fame moment we declare ourfelves bankrupt 
by public advertifement. The impreffion from fuch a fruit- 
lefs expedient is more to be deprecated than the publication 
of any opinions held in this country againft the cordiality of 
•our allies, 

“ A right honourable gentleman propofed to lay alide all 
eftimate of expence for Want of materials; yet reafonable in** 
ferences mav be drawn from pre-exifting facts. A letter has 
been read, from the tnoft correCl authority, which Hates, 
tint 90 lacks pagodas, or ooo,oool. fterling, bad been re¬ 
ceived at Madias (from Bengal, it is frippofed) between 
February and September hft, adding tlief^forcible words: 
“ If this war continues a tew montlis longeiT^e (hall be 
“ completely ruined The war in effeCt had then fcarcely 
commenced. This fum had been exhaufted with all the cur¬ 
rent funds their own eftabhfliment could command, with 
the appropnation9» to lnveftment (half * reduced in Bengal, 
and wholly at Madras) on which fo large a portion of our 
revenues at home depend, and which affuredly may awake 
the attention of every country gentleman from the Orkneys 
to the Lizard! Add to this the accumulating debt of every 
department—of thecommiflaries and contractors in the field; 
of the garnlon paymafters and ftore-keepers, who during 
war receive but a very ilender portion of theiflbalances* 
Combine thofe circumftances, and the refult will be, that 
the amount of preparation albne may be very moderately 
taken to equal the national equipment preceding the late 
convention. 

<c To direCt our eftimate in fome degree, at the probable 
expence (if the prefent war exifts) we may look back to the 
monthly expenditure during the laft, conducted under the 
vigilance and integuty of a government which can never be 
fuipaffed (Lord Macartneylfmuft neceffarily occur)! The 
"heads of the % depaftments otfxpenditvre are now in England, 
and agree With-M r. H ippjhey, that the current monthly 
military expence oTTtj^coaft, made up with the arrears, 
cannot be taken, on an a,v#rage, fliort of fix lacks of pagodas, 
or 240,000!. pet menfum. Our army in the field then not 
exceeding half the prefent. force, and whqp all the exer¬ 
tions of Government could never command a third of the 
neceffary fupply of* draught and carriage; the battalions in 
garnfon every where 1 infinitely fliort of their Complement,’ 
from the early calamities which befel us* 

“ Contrail this view with our prefent highly appointed 
force!—The armies of General Meadows and Colonel Kelly, 
amounting to near 30,000 men,-*-Our cavalry (a great, but 
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fource of expfence) treble iho amount in the laft 
war, and our draught and carriage cattle, it may be pre¬ 
fumed, complete, and infinitely exceeding any ftatement we 
have yet fe*n. If they are complete, however, *ite are to 
thank the forbearance of Tippoo Sultan, whofe firft objefk 
muft have been a delcent on the Carnatic, if he had ever 
meant ferioufly to provoke us to hoftility, 'I be Carnatic 
was open to him : all ourcrpps, our very exiftence, was on 
( the ground in the months of Decernbei, Januaiy, and I eb- 
ruary. He fuffered us to collect them, and with them our 
draught and carnage cattle; noi can the afllrtionsof deftiters, 
of Rajahs, and their iMmiftns, or the conjectures of any 
higher authority, he oppolej tcv !o copclufive a proof of his 
pacific difpofition with r tlpi db to us. 

44 Withrtb* eidetic* ot io laige a Bntifli army, rncreafing 
fiom the period of the laft peace, the appointments of mili¬ 
tary Governors, and mediant military preparation, 1 i^poo 
Sultan muft he allowed to have alfo Ins fuipicions ot our ulti¬ 
mate objtft. Hisfuhjefis, in the vicinity of I ellicherry, weit* 
in formidable rebellion, as we have feen by the recoids,—he 
might have fulpedbed their communication with our fadlory 
at Telhcherry, and might he dilpofed to pievent it by fta- 
tioning polls on his fiontier. 

* 44 And here may be recolledled the origin \l ftatement of a 

right honourable gentleman m reply to Mi. Hippefley’s origi¬ 
nal mpti^N, vi/. That Tippoo himfelf replied to the bearer 
of a letter from Tellicherry, “That he would return the 
next mellenger Ihoiter by the head.” Tt is now m pioof, by 
Major Dow’s letter, thatfuch an anfwerwas given by the 
perfon to whom a letter was addrefled, not by Tippoo Sultan 
(who probably never heard ot the tnnlafiion), but by the 
Padafliaw (an officer) flattened m the neighbourhood. 

4< Tt is to beoblerved, that thole fa£bs ftated fnom Telli¬ 


cherry are near twelve months antetior to the failing of the 
Heighten, yet no coniequendjs leiult from them, nor are 
they conlidered by our Governments as meriting attention, 
44 In the month of Odtober, $787, an Furojlban Serjeant 
in the lervice of the Company, ‘large efcort of mer¬ 

chandize 011 the road from theiStyfore country to Pondi¬ 
cherry, which he carried mtothegarrifon. Mi. Hippefley was 
on the fpot, and witnefled the judicious conduct of the Chief 
of Cuddalore, toho by his inftant explanations with the Go¬ 
vernment of Pon 4 icherry ; averted the impending ftoim, at 
«a moment when we considered ourfelVfct on the very eve of 
a war both with Tippoo and the Fiench. 
i 4 * *Thji is mentioned 111 juftice to the gentleman [Mr. 
►Lew in] who, in O&ober, 1787, prefided at # Cuddalore; 
* and to ihew that judicious negociation and tempei are pow- 
41 erful 



the yltbtiu ratio regum ! — * ^ 

« But to return to the fuhjeft of probable expence. If 
the premifite are admitted (and they certainly may be with 
# truth),the current monthly military expenditure on the coaft, 
cannot be fe& than double of that wliich was contracted laft 


w»r, viz. 12 lacks of pagodas, or 480,0001. per month, inr 
eluding ourarmies in thefield, and all the military departments 
of the garrifons. Add the expenditure of the Bombay army, 
°Ut poffible requifitions of auxiliary horfe from the Mahrat* 
las an 3 Nizam, fo forcibly ftated by an honourable member; 
and where is the expence to terminate ! It is a fearful anti¬ 
cipation ! In a word, compare our exigencies with our re* 
fources, and it prefents a perfedUy new f$ene even in India at 
the commencement of a war of choice !• A fiSjarioq? fo dif- 


trefsful that we were not even reduced to any thing fimihr 
during^any period of the laft war in point of refource. Lord 
Cornwallis hirafelf, 29th Auguft, 1789, “ fays, that the con- 
teft, if attended w^th the utmoft fucccfs, cannot prove ad* 
“ vantageous to our affairs;” and General Meadows, on the 
X4th Auguft, 1790, oblerves, “ that it would beoeconomy 
“ at any expence to Ihorten ihe war, for we muff be undone 
€i by procraftinarion.” > 

u Of our new allies the Mahrattas and the Nizam, Mr. 
Hippefley wiihes, after the cenfure already palled on his 
opinions, chiefly to Ihelter them under the record$*of the 
Company which have been read.* From the mprefentation 
of a right honourable gentleman, one might be led to con¬ 
clude that the Mahratta States had been almoft fwallowed 
up by the conquefts of Ilyder. Ally and his fon. From the 
latett authoiitv (Colonel Fullarton’s memoir) dividing the 
region of India into 114 parts, fomething lefs than one be¬ 
longs to tlte Mogul and his adherents. To the Rajah of 
Travancore, one;*oTippoo Sultan, including Cudapah, 
81 ; to the Englilh and their aflies, 28; to the Nizam, 5^1 
to # theJVIahrajtas, including llerar, 48! Since which Scm- 
dia has made forge and rapid Jonqnefts! 

I he right honour JWii^ig g p eman will not enter into the 
idea that the Mahrattas cSn$be entirely confederated againft 
us.—It has happened : it may again happen. The Mahrat¬ 
tas claim a tribute from our Bengal provinces a» well as the 
Carnatic. They have never relinquilhed thfe claim; and 
opportunity alone is Wanting # to favor the demand ! 

K Scindia (whom tJV. right honourable gentleman, will 
certainly include in our late treaties, though he has been 
pleafed to cliftinguifh him, in argument, from the ft&dow of 


* Vide '* the Extracts on Monday’s Debate.’* 
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goW*n$^tTis Iti emaft th$4nbiter of aH the 
B^aSt&tta Hates, by the lateft accounts* And our *oft' ex¬ 
perienced officers fay, hy the laft advices, “ that Scindia is 
* how whhout a rival, his mind (till vigorous, ami may 
44 probably extend his dominion over the reft o'ffodbftatr* 
** proper, and become formidable yet to the JSngffliu” 

44 Major Rennell alfo obferves, 44 If Scindia proceeds wish 
u his conquc-fts to the North and Weft, filch a new empire 
44 would, perhaps, prove more formidable to Oude, and to. 
** Britifh inrerefts in confequence, than any power w* Irve 
“ beheld fince the firft eftablifhment of the Britifh influence 
“ in India!” 

44 To this point Scindia is approaching very faft—He has 
formed his army under an able European General—has lately 
obtaineA.the greatefl decifive viftory over Ifmael Beg, and 
purfues the fteps by which^yder Ally arrived fo rapidly to 
the extent of his power, but under much more promising 
aufpices ! 

44 Mr. Hippefley will here clofe the /ibfervations he could 
wifh to have made in perfon where his duty calls him. 

“ The premifes appear to refolve into thefe corollaries, 
viz. ift, That the original aggreflion was made by the Ra¬ 
jah’s taking pofleffion of Cranganore and Iacottah. 

2d, That if fo, the firft attack of the lines (had it not 
been disavowed by Tippoo Sultan) was not an aggreflion 
(^which, vi termini , is the firft provocation), but the con- 
lequence or refontnymt of an aggreflion, 

44 3d, That even if Tippoo’s aft was an aggreflion, it 
would not juftify our entering into a war without leaving a 
door open to accomodation. 

44 4th, That if theobjeft of the war be fo extirpate Tip¬ 
poo, and to divide his countries between us, the Nizam, 
and the Mahrattas, the fuccefs of the war in obtaining fuch 
objeft might eventually be injurious to llie eflential interefts, 
and hazardous to the ultimate fecurity of the Eritifli Empire 
in the Eaft, 4 

,4Un 


44 From thefe conclufions, 
to moyp the 


refolutions whichv?^f« 


Hipjjpfley meant, if able, 
L^Wobliged to devolve oil 


bi$ hoi&urahle friend, who nrgdfl them with fo much ftrength 
of argument," and under all the conviftion of local experience, 
tbtmgh unfortunately fo little ,to the conviftion of the ma¬ 
jority of the Vloufe ! , * 

.Mr. Taylor declared, > that it gaw& # him great concern to 
trefpafs upon the indulgence of theroemfe, and exprefted his 
conviftion that gentlemen would believe that what he hH 
do^i^oCeecled from the duty he oped to a friend; and that 
being now difeharged, he thanked the feWife for the.atten- 
.. tion lie had met with, hnd as he was up, would offer what 
,M he 


tie had to fay on the prefent motion. The prefW war in 
India he confidered in a high degree imprudent, impolitic, 
and, above all, unjuft; this opinion he thought himielf per- 
feflly at liberty to ftate. Much had been faid about giving 
opinions freely concerning men of high rank and chaiader; 
but on fubjedls of great national importance, when great 
names muft neceflarily bementi, ned, he thought lenntimenis 
might bevcnyfieely ex prefled on the queftion, without any 
fort of dilgrace to the names mentioned; nor did he conceive 
tl^t^m^is'given by any humble individual like himfelf, 
coulapoffil^^ffeft Loid Coin wallis in any impioperway. 
Nothing couidnl^tbre ^Jiftant from his intention and his 
wiflies. The queftion nowfiRorethe Houfehad no connec¬ 
tion v*>h the charafler of Lord Cornwailis or 1 ippoo Saib— 
the \ ict s of the one or the virtues of tHfe othVr; though an 
ho lourable gentleman had enlarged much upon them, and 
from tiie character, no doubt a juft one, that he had this 
night given of l,ippoo, he was not a little furpiifed that the 
lame honourable gentleman fhould have enjoyed his company 
fo much as he had dated on a former occahon. However, 
contrafting characters in that way, put him in mind of a 
learned Counfel, who, pleading m a caufe, opened his cafe 
1 by ftatmg the vutues ot his client, and the vices of the ad¬ 
versary ; and concluding by faying, that Hill, if the devil 
was his adverfary, he hoped juftice would be done to him. 
Mr. Taylor then infilled that the war had been provoked en¬ 
tirely by the mifcondudt and ralhnefs (jf the Rajah of Tra- 
vancore, which he thought was completely proved by the 
different paper on the table, particularly by the letter of Mr. 
Hollond to the Rajah of Travancore, advifing him to relio- 
quifh the purchafe he had made, as it muft be often five to 
Tippoo Spltan, and would inevitably bring on a war; 
which advice, however, it appeared that the Rajah had totally 
defpifed. Certainly, the Rajah was the caufe of this war 
breaking out, and though an filly of ouis, the treaty of al~ 
ilisyice was by no means, as feme gentlemen had argued it to 
be, of a nature that obliged^ to fupport him in an unjuft 
and unwarrantable treaty of Mangalore went ex- 

preflly to protefl; the Rjyah^of Travancore agamft any en¬ 
croachments that Tippoo might make upon the Travancore 
territories, and to replace him in cafe any of his dominions 
were wrelled from him; hui it by no means went to counte¬ 
nance or encourage anWattagk by 4iim upon Tippoo, or any 
colluiive bargain that hetMght make with the Dufch, which 
imitated agamft Tippoo jSultan, far left to extirpate .him 
from bis dominions, as die honourable gentleman ftated his 
wifli to be. Ax toJi hg^ft of Parliament which was intended 
to prevent our Governors in India from making war upon 
i ,' frivolous, 



/ IrW^lbus* or 
feprehenfibly 

tinuance of the exifling war, was acting diametrically oppo- 
fite to the prohibitions of that a£l of Parliament. Mr. Tay¬ 
lor adverted to an exprefiion of the honourable General, that 
the conlequence arkbpower of tliis country in India, was to 
be kept up by character, rather than by arms; in this -he 
perfe&Iy agreed; but certainly, the prefent meafures did not 
^rife out of that fyftem ; on the contrary, as far as he could 
fee, they only .would, if followed out, degrade. iU%JJrkf^h 
character, and be productive of the moll r^U/nitous and dis¬ 
graceful confequences, both in and at home. A Mi* 
nifter of this country held (Jut to that Houfe, and to the 
nation, that opr poi&flions in India were in a profperous and 
flourifhing condition, merely on account of the tranquillity 
that prevailed ; and that by a continuance of a peaceful fyf- 
tem, they mull fiourilh ftill more. How, then, with any 
kind of conliftency, could that right honourable and learned 
gentleman give a vote of approbation and thanks for bring¬ 
ing on, and continuing a war, when he could be no ftranger 
to the diftreffed ftate of the finances of our different Govern¬ 
ments there ? 

Mr. Mr. frauds. The form, in which the right honourable 
Francis, gentleman ha£ introduced his proportions, intitles me to con¬ 
sider this debate as an adjournment from the laft. He offers 
them to you without argument, and leaves them to (land or 
fall by the imprefiion, which his fpeech on a former oc- 
caGon mnft have left upon your mind. He takes it for 
granted, 1 fuppofe, that, when the Houfe refufes to condemn, 
it is bound of coui fe to approve. This is not a.neceffary con- 
fequence. But before f enter into the general fubjeft, I beg 
leave to take notice of fome things' which I have heard in, the 
prefent day’s debate. An honourable gentleman oppofite to 
me,* not, content with concurring heartily in the propofed 
extirpation of Tippoo Suita#, would be very glad to fee it 
extended to all the Mahometan Princes oMndoftan, wtith 
every one of whom, by fee by, we are in particular 
friendlhip and alliance. He they inherit all the 

ferocity of their Tartar ancenors; that they are cruel and 
ambitious; and that we fhall never be quiet while any of 
them aie left*—Whereas the Mahrattasare of the foft Hindoo 
difpofition, a mild, humane, inoflenfi.vt'people, and the moil 
peaceable neighbours we couM^lefir^* 4 i Ihould have thought 
that even Tippoo might have more mercy from that 

, honourable gentleman, considering the perfonal civil it iesujjf. 
has received from thlit Prince, l$ut I deny the fa£h The* 

^ Mahometan 


even^ftrotig pretences,; it appeared to have been 
difregarded; for, furely; encouraging a con- 


* Colonel Maeleod. 
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Mahometan Princes, if the idea of moderation and conqueft 
may be permitted to go together, were the molt moderate 
conquerors that have appeared in the world. They fettled in 
the country; they were foon melted by the climate, and have 
blended and affimilated with the mariners of Indoftan. The 
Princes of the Houfeof Tamerlane are diftinguilhed in Hif- 
*tory by the milduefs of their char after. I he Mahrattas, 

on the contrary, have been, for almoft a century, thecon- 
ftant difturbers of the pea e of India. T hey are invaders 
jurors by profeiSjn. They are fo on principle. 
They r I a\ gh t one fourth of the revenues of 

the Empire, whichrlfryi^ll the Chout , and they inforce 
their pretentions whenever they have an opportunity. The 
honourable gentleman fays it is provable v tlut our gallant 
army is now afeen f ing the Gavts, and on the point of pene¬ 
trating into the heart of Tippoo’s country. This is the fe- 
concKvf March. General Meadows fays that, on the firji of 
Oftober laffi he would , if ] offiblc* march to attempt the Gauts* 
The event ought to have been determined five months ago. 
Jf the attempt is ftill to be made, the war is prociaftinated, 
and the General allures us, that we mujl be undone by pro - 
craJUnation. I can by no means concur in the arguments 
urged by an honourable General Officer v near n^p, though 
1 am far from afferting that a military officer cannot, in the 
nature of things, he a good civil Governor. That extreme 
would be as ahlurd the as other. He fays that Sir Archibald 
Campbell’s letter does not amount to a«politive denial of his 
having advifed the purchafe of the two forts from the 
Dutch;—that Sir Archibald Campbell fpeaks from memory 
only, and expreffes himfelf in cautious and doubtful terms. 
The honourable gentleman fees the difficulty. He cannot 
remove it, and therefore he fairly leaps over it. He cuts 
the knot, which he cannot untie. Sir Archibald Campbell’s 
words are, “ I can venture to affirm from memory, that I 
“ neither countenanced norjadvifed the Rajah in the pur- 
*'• chafe. On the contrary To put this matter out 

of all difpute, I as^aMih^ty to inform the Houfe, that I 
have feen a letter fromS^Archibald Campbell’s fecretary, 
which pofitively afferts, that Sir Archibald never gave the 
confent imputed to him, diredlly or indiredlly. I do not 
recoiled! the fecnjtary’s words, but I can alfcre the Houfe, 
they were the ftron^eft that could be made ufe of, and Mr. 
Hippefley has the letWn^Tow, Sir, I alk the^honourable 
gentleman oppofite to once more, this plain, and very 
jiihterial queftion, does he or does he not believe that Sir Archi¬ 
bald Campbell fpeaks^jpth P —The honourable General fays 

# General Smith. 
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that, if Mr. Hollond had been a Military Governor, he 
might have been tried and punifhed by a Court Martial for 
difobedience of orders.—Nothing but Martial Law will do 
now. Such is the bias of habit and education, on "the inoft 
honourable minds. Sir, I hope that Civil Governors are 
not beyond the reach of vciy fufficicnt punifhment, though 
they cannot be tried by the articles of war. If fuch ofFenders 
efcape, it will not be for want of a proper tribunal, and an 
effective jurildi£iion over them, but of proper vigour m the 
government. A right honourable gentleman the 

jail debate; would to God Mr. f executed the 

ct orders he received, with j' 'touch punctuality as Mr. 

Powney;—I molt toiemnly bd.eve it would have puv<.r p d 
Ci the war/’ J intnrit ilu- Houfc to take notice of that (L- 
ebuation. The difobedience alluded to conffh-d in Mr, 
Ilollond’s ^ not tauing tuyuwnlctl hppcoy tla 1 lie Gor.mor 
General in Council had de'erm. -,(d to ' cjjjt the . n 

the defence ct the tons, if il jhouid t^penr it fort 
that the Dutch did pofjlf iot unit pendant f:?ht to d> 4 ,/, of if nu 
This information, it is laid, was finpveiTed bv \ir. llolloml; 
whereas, if it had been communicated to "1 ipp o, it would 
have prevented the war.—It is no buhneh o: is,me, Sir, to 
defend Mr. Hollond. Suppoie him gmlty of t!ie oir.ifhon 
imputed to him. Let him anfvver for ir. Tippoo Sultan, 
by iome means or othu,—by the tren, beiy of your own Gn- 
vernor if you will, L unmfoimrd of a favfi, ol which In: 
ought to have bcefl appuied, which von bc!k \l ii lie lud 
known it would have prevailed with him to defill from his 
intentions, naim !y, that you bad d-fermined to afhil the 
Rniab. To put him in the wrong, to intitle you to confab, 
him a® an enc-mv, it was ncctflary, vour own principled 
ihat he iGould full luve known your iHohitjon. Put hi* wa * 
never informed ci it Then Ire was not m the wrong. 1 h. o 
you were not intnled to detfjare wai againil him. r l*hc ho¬ 
nourable Cierier.d fays, that the Lnglilh dominion is to be 
prefeived by character as weir as foice.—I lav lb too. JTur 
how? Firlt, by efiabliflfihg\L^il:.ni* : aer of juliice;—and 
then, by never unm cdlaniy Bearding the imputation ol 
your arms. It (lands chiefly upon character. 1 ake care 
liow vou keep it. The checks yen met with in the iaft war 
with Hyder Ally and the Mahra’tas ought to warn you of the 
poffibility of defeat. I do not belioyrthat Tippoo will en¬ 
counter u%in front; hut you kn8^ijflphing of India, you know 
nothing of tta nature of his pow v er,ff you believe it to be im- 
pcffible for Jmn to ruin you in detail. T lie lK)noui able Generic 

* Mr Dun,las. 

]- Vide Lcid Cornwallis’s Letter of 2th February 1790. 
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through the whole of his fpeech, feems to date the war from 
the attack of the lines on the 29th of December 1789, as if 
no previous provocation had exiited;—as if the Rajah’* right 
to poflefs himfelf of the two forts was out of all difpute. 
lie fays that, if he had been Governor of Madras, he ihould 
have thought it as much his duty to have defended the lines 
"of Travancore, as the walls of Fort St. George. Agreed, 
And fo mould 1 , if the Rajah had been contented with the 
poilciuon of his own country ; and if Tippoo had become 
jbr by attacking his territories without provocation. 
The iprll it^M^^^vyhether we ought to defend Travan- 
coic, but whether wc J ^s*^fupport him in making new ac- 
quilitious. Kvrn now 1 would hive h ; m front deltrufiion; 
hut, as 1 know him to be the nggreffgr, 1 \vonlcl oblige him 
to ieplacc every thing in its founer ftate, and make iatisfac* 
tion for h s aggrdlion. A right honourable gentleman* has 
rubric.! th? idea of maintaining a balance between the Hin¬ 
doo and iO.ihrmetan powers in India. He fays we have no¬ 
thing to Fai fiomM union iff the Mahraltns.—That their 
Chi'-is ai' 1 now too ';*eat and independent,—that each ct 
them b.ok> to Ins own cllaldiiliment, and that, if the prefent 
govcinin-nt of Mvion was deftroyed, they would have ie- 
p.u ate in'emil and: alar, ct ore another. 1 hope* that right 
honoiu.'bie g' , ntlemaj> is better acquainted with the politics of 
r.uiopr than be appeal r . to be witli tliofr of Indollan. Ido not 
fiv, th.it tin; Chit fs of tlu; Mahiatta Empire yi ;i! always 
oilcniivc!y together. 1ml, in the generalffeheme of their 
domiiyon, in the common ptiui mV*, of then rJ/.gion, they 
\«ve a bond ot union, winch will for ever prevent their 
t iking an avlivc parr again A one another. Nor are they to 
be t risked, when they pretend to bo at variance. We know 
it by expedience. In the cotufeof the Lift war, Mr. Haft- 
ings did every thing in his powei, and much more than in 
prudence he ouglit to have •done, to engage the Rajah 
of Berar to take part with u| againil the Maliiatta (iovern- 
iPient at Poona. lie laid, “jjb.it a natural enmity nuift ever 
<c fubiift between s, end that the latter was, by 

u inteieft and inclinatS^likely to join in nil alliance with 
tc our government.'* 'l o entire his ambition if poiiible by 
a dazzling object, Mr. Haftings offered to fupport his pre¬ 
tentions to the lit urine government of the M«liratta Empire. 

I he Rajah in retmto gave us plenty of line words. But 
what was the end ^^itJ^Our excellent friend Moodajee ’ 
Boofla fent an army to*fne frontiers of Bengal,* which kept 
tn 5 in check for a conliderable time, and at kill was bought 
off by a large fum^J/tiink not lefs than 300,0:0!. on conch- 

** Mi. Pitt. 
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tim> which this Houfe has pronounced to be moft cxtravq 
gant and dijhonourable *, 

The right honourable gentlenian has repeatedly afferted 
that the prefent war did not originate from the transfer 
of the two forts, by the Dutch to the Rajah of Travan* 
core, but from other remoter caufes. This tranfadion, 
you will obferve, was concluded about the 7th of Auguft 
, 1789* Long before that period, he fays, there had been 
clear indications of the hollile intentions of Tippoo a^ainft, 
Travancore, and of his determined refo lutiQy ^vS^invgae 
and conquer the whol* 1 countryj^^^aTlTis preparations 
for that purpofe had been madr'ulany months before, ami 
that the affair of the t,wo forts was nothing but a pretence 
fet up to cover and promote his real defign. 1 have ex¬ 
amined the evidence on your table with the utmoft care, 
and cannot difcover the llighteft ground for rhefe fuppo- 
fitions. The fads, whatever they were, from which the 
prefent inference is drawn, muft have been knowrfto the ho¬ 
nourable gentleman by the end of that year, or the beginning 
of 1790. I (hall prove to you that, on the 3ill of March 
1790, he knew as much of them as he does now, and that 
they did not then fuggeft to him any of the ideas, which he 
profeffes at prefent. On that day, in opening the India 
budget, he allured the Houfe, that he thought he did not enter¬ 
tain too fanguinc exfcclaUQM) when he concluded that the .tran¬ 
quillity tf India vjuj not vay likely to be Joon dijlurbcd . Sir, I 
1 do not exped that you fhould rely on my recolledion of 
the honourable gentleman’s words, though I pcrfedly re¬ 
member the afiertion I take them from a record, which I 
believe he will not difputefrom a printed copy of his 
fpeech, written, I have no doubt, as well as fpoken by him- 
felf. Betides the calculations, which are Hated at length, 
the arguments are too minute and accurf te to be drawn up 
by any hand hut his own. N*> other human memory could 
have retained them. No printed 1 * of a news-paper could have 
delivered them in that form A—1 Ihould not have faid to 
much on this point, if it had n fe^ h ae n * 3 >ry material to the 
prefent fubjed, to eftablifh the awtfi&nticity of the fpeech, to 
which I allude. There Is a particular paffage in it, which 
I beg leave to read to you. 

w One great and leading circumftanp, on which both 

the increafe and permanency of prKperity in the Britilh 
u dominions in India, as well profperity at home, 

“ depended, every man muft fee was the continuance of^ 
“ peace, and when he looked round and confidered the fitua- 
“ tion of other European nations, eV ^jally o ur conncdion 

* * 8 th May 17 Sz. 
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« with Holland, he thought that he did not entertain too 
li fanguine expeditions, when he concluded that the tran- 
« quillity of India was not very likely to be foon difturbed; 

« and confident he was, that no apprehenfion need be enter- 
“ tained from any of the native Princes in India, fo long as 
we followed thecourfe which we wtre now purfuing, and 
u perfevered in the path of moderation, according to the 
« prefent fyftem. He mu ft prove a daring Governor-lie- , 
cc ne ra l indeed, who could fo far venture todifobey inftruc- 
ome, asraihly to purfue a different courfe, and 
« contrive torSf^^\t h e intereft of the native Princes to 
li unite and form a comfim^on againft ns. Such an event 
* c we had, however, not the fmalleft # reafon to fear. We 
knew that there was one ambitious «nd afpiring Prince in 
<c India, poflefling all the rancorous fpirit of his father, the 
tc objedt of \vhofe life it had been, if poffihle, to extirpate, 

41 the"V ir itifh name from India; to guard againft whole at- 
44 tacks, hViwever, our piefent eftablil foments were amply 
u fufficient. Additional circumfiances had recently occur- 
“ red, which ftill further rendered our eftablifhments mor* 

44 than adequate to the prefervation and fecurity of our 
44 poffeflions;—need he refer to the circumftances of the 
4< evacuation of Pondicherry, a tolerably ilrong'lymptom 
4C that Fiance had no prefent views to he fuddenly our rival 
4C in India, Another matter, equally fatisfaclory, was the 
“ opportunity afforded us of leflening very confiderably 
4C our eftablifhments in Bombay, arifmg from the King of 
4< Travancore, (the oldeft friend to the Pnghfu name in 
ci India) having fenfc a requifition for a body of our troops 
“ to cover the frontier of the kingdom of Travancoie, and 
44 to be paid by him. This meafure would fuperfede the ne- 
“ ceffily of*bur eftablifhrnent at Tellicherry, and enable us 
<c to lower thufe of Bombay ; one great object of that eftah- 
a lifhment having been for the purpofe of defending the 
“^borders of the Myforean country.” 

Obferve, Sir, that on the451 ft of March 1790, when he 
knew that the Kirify oUHjAvancore had lent lor a body of 
enr troops, when he mflrltave known e^ery one of thofe 
Heps taken by Fippoo in the beginning of 178c, from which 
he now infers the hoftile intentions of that Prince, and 
from which he dates the war,—on tliat very day he 

gave his opinion toNws Houfe, that the tranquillity of India 
was not likely to be foonS^^bec^ no, not even by that ambi¬ 
tious and afpiring Prince, whom he charged at the fame time 
with a general determined enmity to the Knglifli. To date 
the war from a n y Tippoo, preceding the transfer of 

the forts, and Unconnedted with it, is to contradidt his own 
•declaration in this Houle.—To fay that thole acls were not 
indications of holtilitv, and were not the origin of the war, 

would 
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Wo*rId be what I contend for and affirm is the truth, that 
the collufive acquilirion made by the King of Travancore of 
two forts in Tippoo’s country, is the true and only caufe of 
the war. I leave it to the honourable gentleman to adopt 
which fide of the dilemma he thinks proper. 

But there is other evidence heforc you, which puts it'out 
of all difpute, that the war has no connection with any 
operations imputed to Tip poo, before the Transfer of the 
forts. A moft important letter from Lord Cornwallis to 
the Nizam has been laid this afternoon uWSV 
Very few gentlemen have had an opgpa^Tft^of reading it; 
but it well deli.Tves the lpecial q,of the Houfe. This 
letter is dated the 7th of July 1789, and is referred to in the 
treaty with the Nizam, and declared to he equivalent to a 
treaty . There is an air of my fiery on the face of it, little 
fuited to that defeription. If it he a treaty, it ought to have 
beta explicit; if, as it profeffes, it he ftrong' and ^Efficient 
upon rhe Lnrlifin Government in India, equally fo as a 
treaty in due form could he, it fliould have left nothing to 
inference and conjt &ure. 1 do not however mean to deny 
that the true meaning of the letter is not fufliciently obvious 
to any man, who ennfiders it. It appears plainly enough 
that Loiv^Cornwallis had bzai fulici«ed !)y the Nizam’s Va- 
qneel to enter into an oflenfivc alliance ngainft’ Tippoo. 
That Prince is evidently the perfon meant and ailuded to, 
though never r*ncc named in the letter. Lord Cornwallis 
agiv.s to grant the Nizam two battalions of fcapoys and fix 
pieces of cannon, 3:1 the terms of an old treaty, cxi ping up- 
wai,Is of twenty ;■ a y i *y execution of tjfkicb is yet unclaimed ; 

” but he grants tins on theexpiefs condition, that it fhall not 
he c nqdovd ag.iinft villain powas of India, fpecitied in the 
letter. \iz. rhe Pefh.itv, Ragojec }>oof!.i, Madtj.ee Scindia, 
and the other Mahratta Cinch;—the Nqhob of Arcot, the 
Nabob Vizir r, and the Rajdw of Tan j ore and Travancore. 
The only Chief of anv conWjWnte, whole name is omitted, 
is Tippoo Sultan. Thi** mode of designation by omiffion is'in 
my mind the itra;gell indication d^ormined ohjeft, that 
can be imagined. The later Idnsres the Nizam, “that, 

<fc fliould it "hereafter happen, that the Company fhould ob- 
44 tain poffefiion of the country mentioned in thefc articles 
tc (viz, of the treaty of 1 768) with hit IJighnefids afliflance, 

€i they will ftri£My perform the Itipu^ions in favour of his 
<c lliglmeftC*—The. country allV^dJo. is the Carnatic Bala - 
gaiite % which has been poflefled by Tippoo and his father now 
above three and twenty years. The ftipulation is, to ttfJm . 
it from him, at fome future periodN^ Wby not mvj? —be- 
caufe, as Lord Cornwallis fays ,—the CorXfafty are in the full 
enjoyment of peace with all the world ;—becaufe “his Highnefs 
“ (the Nizam) mu ft be well a flu red that, while treaties of 
“ peace and lViendlhip exift \viili any Chief, negotiations, 

’ ' that 
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« that tend to deprhn^that Chief of any part of his pofleflions, 
€C unprovoked on his party muft naturally create fufpicions in 
“ his mind, unfavourable to the reputation of his Highnefs, 
16 and to the charafter of the Company, fince the only 
u grounds, on which fuch negociations could he carried on, 
<? reft on a treaty exifting upwards of twenty years, the exe- 
*« cution of which is yet unclaimed; and fine- no provocation 
iC has hitherto been made to j unify a breach in theprefent peaceable 
« and amicable 11 mkrftan cling between each other.” 

enter now into the many ferious reflections, 
which this y declaration fuggefts. The only in¬ 

ference I draw from itarj^^ent is, that Lord Cornwallis did 
not confider any of thofe aits or preparations ofTippoo, which 
took place in the biginning of 1789,, and fiom which the 
right honourable gem It man dates and originates the war, as 
a provocation that would jollify us in a hi each of xh^. peace- 
able eW(amicMe underfamling then fubftfting (viz. on the 7th 
of July'lFT^fty'/ between us and Tippoo. Lord Cornwallis 
no where looks faftlu r hack than to the acquifilion of the 
forts. Even that he condemns; nor does his Lordlhip con¬ 
sider Tippoo as at war with the Company, until he hears of 
the attack of the lines on the 29th of December. If any 
part of "i ippoo’s conduct, at an earlier period/ had fur- 
nifhed an opportunity to charge him with an aggreflion, f 
think I have a right to conclude fiom the general fpirit and 
tendency of the letter, that it would not have been negloCted. 
On the 7th of ]uly 1789, EorJ C.\:rfnval!is declares poii- 
tively, that Tippoo had given no pi ojol alien* 

"1 lie perfnnal terms of reproach, with which the So- 
vcieign of fo great a kingdom as My fore is conftantly 
treated, in my mind, dees no credit to the gravity and 
dignity ofywr councils. Such language is never permitted 
between Princes, ^md particul.uly at the awefid approach of 
war. Even among individuals, who have any refpeCt for 
theinfelvcs, or who think tl.emfelves entitled to the refpedl 
of others, the terms of civi'ity are never more ftudioufly 
ohlerved titan at tlw very-moment when they are going to 
hazard their lives ngainft e;<eh other ; and this is a rule not 
only of decorum, but of prudence. Perfonal inveCtives fa* 
vour of paflion, which ftiould never he admitted into great 
deliberations. • WJjjut purpofe can they artiviftr, but to ag¬ 
gravate and inflam^the real caufe of quarrel, to lay the 
foundation of deadly hatred/and to make a ftnegre reconci¬ 
liation impracticable ? The day may come, when your in- 
tereft may oblige you to make peace with Tippoo Sultan.— 
Will you then palsoyrf the infolence and violence of his charac¬ 
ter ; his violcnt^Tfnaambitiou ? fpirity his total disregard of the 
faith of treaties ? Or will you, as you ought to do, refufe to 
I enter 



P A R L J? A Vt ENT AR t A* 1791. 

enter into any treaty of peace and friendfhip with an infilent 
and cruel enemy , with a rancorous tyrant ? The language of 
your Government binds you to extirpate Tippoo Sultan.— 
With fuch an enemy, you can make no pacification, that will 
not be difhonourable to you. 

I underftand, from public report, that the Court of I}i- 
redlors are preparing to fend out 500,0001. in fpecie; and 
that a larger fum is to be remitted by individuals, on a fpe- 
culation of the advantage to be made of the money in India, 
or of the return by drafts on the Company, 
it may, the fpecie is loft to thi nimr^i. ep'T' when it ar¬ 
rives in India, will hardly be relief. Such and fo 

enormous are the expences of the war. The inveftment orj 
thecoaft was totally,'uojiped by orders from Bengal. The 
money, intended fur China, was taken out of the fhips, and 
the Bengal inveftment reduced from ninety to fixty lacks of 
rupees;—a great and ferious calamity to the c6untryv- r l he 
provifion of the inveftment is the principal channel by which 
a portion of the revenues returns into circulation. In what¬ 
ever degree you reduce the amount, you cut off'the fource, 
you deilroy the feed of your revenue. Thefe, and borrow¬ 
ing money at 12 per cent., are the funds, with which you 
begin the,.war. Is any man here able to fay, with what re- 
iburres it is to be carried on r A wife Government may talk 
of its honour, hut it muft take care of its exi(fence. 1 have 
no objection to popular language in a popular Affembly, pro¬ 
vided you do not fuller it to enter into your councils. Have 
we really tectived t’r moji grc r \ injuli that could be offered to am 
nation'*^ hecaule the lines of Travancore have been attacked ? 
Whit, though the adt was immediately di fa vowed ! Or does 
y<cd policy r^utre that we jhould take this opportunity to reduce 
the power of Tippoo? —The policy would have been as good 
without the intuit, if it be true that we have cverv pvofpcft of 
aid from the country powers , whilft he can expefi no affiance from 
France f. Thefe are not objects, in my opinion, nor are there 
any objedls, for which a wife Government fliould hazard the 
prefervation of the State. Does the pt&fpe& of fuccefs en¬ 
title yo u to abandon your principles; to renounce your pa* 
cihc fyilem, to make war for the ncquifition of territory ?— 
Will you give the encouragement of parliamentary appro¬ 
bation to measures, which even legiflat^ve prohibition has 
nor been fufficient to pi event ? Thefe,,ax the real queftions^ 
which yot^ are called upon to dfc^ide. 


* Lord Cornwallis, 30th March, 179Q. 
+ Ditto, 8th March. 
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Mr* Joddnll entered into a detail of all circumftances re- Mr* 
lative to the purchafe of the forts fince the commencement Joddreli. 
of hoftilities, and juftified that tranfaflion, becaufe he 
feemed to think that the Rajah of Travancore was perfedlly 
competent to have negotiated that purchafe from the Dutch, 
without confulting or obtaining the content of the Biitifh 
‘government at Madrafs, 

The firft refolution being put and carried, the fecond was 
mQyed and feconded. 

put the queftion. 

WK. FoxcHWinimi^the refolution, whether true or falfe 
in itfelf, to be unnecetfcf^moved the previous queltion. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt faid, that the queftion having been Mi. Put. 
once ftirred, it was neceftat y that it® Ihould be completely 
fettled* 

The previous queftion was negatived, and the refolution 
put a uA carried. 

Mr. L/undas then moved the refolution approving of the 
treaties, which was leconded by the Chancellor of the hx- 
chequer. 

The hon. St, A* St. John entreated the Houfe to paufe, be- Mr. St. A. 
fore they came to a vote of approbation on treaties, of which St - J 0 * 111 ' 
they were not fully acquainted with the contends. By ail 
article in each of thefe treaties it was ftipulated that none of 
the contrafting parties Ihould accept of any terms of peace 
without the confent of the other two. Gentlemen mull fee 
that this was an article which put theconclufion of peace in 
a great mrafure out of our own power, and left it at the op¬ 
tion of the Nizam and the Mahrattas to what extent the war 
ihould he prolecuted. It would, therefore, become the dif- 
cretion and forelighr of the Houfe to confider well the pro¬ 
bable coqfequences, before they gave a folemn fanftion to 
treaties for carrying on a war, over which neither the exe¬ 
cutive nor the legiflative power of the country would have 
fuch means of controul as to put an end to it, when it Ihould 
feem advifeable fo to do, without an expiels violation of 
thofe very treaties*. 

General Smith faid, he lfad not fuflficiently confidered the General 
treaties to have made up his mind as to the policy and pru- Smith 
dence by which they were dictated, and therefore lie could 
not vote for then), nor would he give them bis negative. 

On the third ptj^pofition, 

Mr. Francis intreated^he Houfe to paufe, and confider 
what they were going^TC do, in declaring that the faith of * rancis# 
the Britilh nation was pledged for the due performance of the 
engagements contampd in the treaties with the Nizam and 
the MahratTasr~rfo you mean to eftablilh that, whenever 
the India Company’s authorifed fervants in India make a 
Vol.XXVHL 3 T treaty 
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treaty with any of the country Powers, the Britifli nation is 
bound by it? Is the nation bound, ipfo fafto , by afis done 
by the Company’s fervants, without a commiflion, without 
powers, without inftru&ions or authority, without even the 
knowledge of the Government at home ? It is a new prin¬ 
ciple, 1 believe, in our Indian fyftem, and may lead you 
very far. But, in the inftance before you, do you know 
what you are pledged to ? You fay, to the due performance of 
the engagements. Do you know how much you ar e to pay , 
for the ten thoufand horfe ? or will you bind /flSrTeivesto 
conditions , which are to be fettled hope the ho¬ 

nourable gentleman will tell us<<fkaft. what we are to un- 
derftand by the duepcrformahce of tin' rticular article. 

Mr. Dun- Mr. Dundas declared, that it had always been his opinion 
das * that points relative to a fubfifting negotiation, cr papeis con¬ 
cerning a war adtually exilling, were matters foreign to the 
con Iteration of Parliament, and that it had been the inva¬ 
riable rule to rely, in all fuch cafes, upon the Executive 
Government, who were refponfihle for their conduit, for a 
due performance of every thing neceflary for the better car¬ 
rying on of the war already conimenctd, till a fit opportunity 
offered, when their whole ccnduit might fafely be brought 
under inveftigation. When, therefore, papers and treaties, 
immediately conneited with the war, in which we were at 
that time involved in India, were called for by that Houfe, 
he had no other expectation whatever relpeCting thofe papers, 
but that the production of them muft end in one of thefe two 
circumftancts—either a vote of cenfure of Lord Cornwallis, 
or a vote of approbation. To let the fubjeit come under 
difeuffion, and to leave it a neutral queftion, without its 
being brought to one ot thofe two conclufions would have 
been highly dangerous, and the worft ufe might have been 
made of fuch a procedure in India. In, this cafe, a doubt 
had been ftarted during an existing war in India, by perfons 
ot great weight and authority in that Houfe upon the juftice 
of the war, and the policy of the treaties made with tlie 
Mahrattas and the Nizam, and upon the ground of that 
doubt, certain refolutions condemning the war, and cen¬ 
tring Lord Cornwallis for having entered into it, had been 
f’ubmitted to the Houfe. Thofe refolutions had been rejec¬ 
ted, fome by being negatived, and others,, where the form of 
the Houle required it, by moving the previous queftion; but 
that was nqt enough ; they all ltftew in what manner every 
thing that paffed in that Houfe on the fubjeit of India, was 
treated without doors; it became therefore neceflary to ap¬ 
peal to the only higher authority; X 64 ije authority of that 
Houfe to apply an antidote to the poifon, ancTVy a vote, ma- 
nifell to the world, and to all India, that the Houfe, after the 

fulleft 
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fulleft difcuffion of the fubjeX, were decidedly of opinion, 
that there was no ground whatever for any iuch doubt as had 
been flatted : that they thought the conduct of Lord Corn¬ 
wallis in having entered into that war, highly meritorious; 
and that they approved of the treaties entered into, in direX 
conformity of the AX of Parliament, for thepurpofe of car¬ 
rying on tlye war with vigour: and that they readily plunged 
'themfelves into it to fupport their allies. Mr. Dundas faid, 
fo fully‘convinced was he, that whenever Lord Cornwallis 
retorned'to-.fingland, he would come home full of that glory 
which belonged to him, that although he 
hiJil' 1 ■ TJjis conduX in his own breaft, he had not 
intended any'ttifr^ in that Houle refpeXing it till 

the war had been at an end; but he had been forced, againft his 
will, to depart from the line of rellrain\that he had prefcribed 
to himfelf, and compelled to take the fteps that he had pur- 
fued. For the lake of Lord Cornwallis, he Ihould not have 
i'o much minded it, and perhaps Ihould not have moved any 
one of the refolutions that he had that day offered ; but when 
a direX attack was •made upon our allies in India, and the 
treaties Lord Cornwallis had entered into were queftioned, 
and attempted to be: cenfared. it became then impoflible for 
him to do Ids than to bring forward the refolutions that had 
been the fubjeX of that day’s d Iculfon. If, as the honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Dundas obfervcd) faid, he means no perfonal 
refleXion on Lord Cornwallis, what were they to think of 
thole ten refolutions which the honourable gentleman had 
himfelf moved on Monday la ft ? Wfculd the honourable 
gentleman, or would any man pretend, that thofe refolutions 
contained no perfonal reflexions on Lord Cornwallis, and 
was this a moment when we were engaged in a war in India, 
to give the people of that country an idea, that Lord Corn¬ 
wallis was not approved of by the government which ap¬ 
pointed him ? Every gentleman jnuft fee the mifchievous 
confequences that would follow, if fuch an idea was fuffered 
to prevail for a lingle moment. W ith regard to the treaties 
nJtide the fubjeX of the prefent motion, they were treaties 
entered into by Loid Cornwallis, in direX compliance with 
the claufe of the aX of Parliament, and therefore treaties 
which that Houfe was bound t<j makegood; but, if there 
was a man in that Houle who had a doubt of the faX, if 
there was a man who’thought the treaties futfh as ought not 
to have been entered into, it was the duty of that man to 
give the refolution his negative, and he ought*to give his 
negative in the moft decided manner pofflhle, by taking the 
fenfe of the Houfe upon the refolution. Thofe, who ap* 
proved of the meafurgp that had been purfued in India, thofe 
who thoughfthe'tfar founded in juftice and in policy, thofe 
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who agreed with him iri the opinion which he held, and were 
convinced, as he was, that the treaties with the Mahrattas 
an 1 the Nizam were calculated to carry on the war with vi¬ 
gour and with effect, would in that cafe divide as he fhould, 
and thereby manifeft their approbation of the refolution. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox having premifed that the right honourable gentle¬ 
man (Mr. Dundas) had called upon them to take the fenfe 
of the Houfe, if they difapproved of the motion, added, that 
* this was a matter which depended on a very different prin¬ 
ciple. It was fit to take the fenfe of the Houfe, when thR, 
queftion meant to he fupported could receivej xilT aimfflnce 
by fo doing, and not fit to take it^ ffie cafe was other- 
wife. As to the tendency of* tltetreaties with the Mahrat¬ 
tas to enable us to carry on the war with vigour, he would 
not go into the queftion then, but he fhould not hefitate to 
declare that he doubted how far a Houfe of Commons could, 
with any fort of propriety, touch on a treaty,, the whole of 
which was not before them. This was obvioufly a matter 
as unwife and impolitic as any meafure poflibly could be, to 
make the power of concluding a peace depend on three in- 
ftead of one. It was, he believed, the firft time in the world 
that ever it was known three could fooner be brought to 
agree to a peace than one. By the treaty, we flood engaged 
to the Mahrattas, and engaged to th£ Nizam. IfTiproo, 
therefore, fhould be ready to offer terms fufficiently reafon- 
able to make it a defirable thing for us to Conclude a peace, 
it would not he in our power, but muft depend on the plea- 
fure of our allies. In fad, the whole of this bufinefs, from 
the beginning to the end, was a kind of fhufBe, to evade our 
pacific profeflions, and yet appear to adhere to them, for 
which purpofe we feemed to take the principle of extreme 
injuftice, under the pretence of extreme juftice. We were 
bound to keep good faith ; and when all our expeditions fiom 
the war were anfwered, we fliould he forced to continue it, 
under all its enormous eXpences, becaufe we ftahd promifed 
to the Mahrattas, and to the Nizam, not to conclude peace 
without mutual confent of the three Powers; for their fakes, 
therefore we fhould be obliged to exterminate Tippoo, and 
to co on till the ambition and rapacity of our allies were fully 
glutted. • 

Mr, r«t. Mr. Chancellor Pin expreffed his furprife that the right 
honourable gentleman, in fpeaking of the treaty made with 
the great powers of India, had chofen to pafs by its main ob- 
jed : its enabling us to carry on the war with vigour, and 
to fta e that • reafontihle terms were defirable, and yet 
he complained that we had entered into a powerful al¬ 
liance. The right honourable gentlehun, therefore, forget¬ 
ting, that being able to carry on a war with vigour was the 

fureft 
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fureft means of obtaining reafonable terms; to gain thofe 
reafonable terms, Would place himfelf in<a ftate that would 
render thofe reafonable termsoinlikely to be offered : that was 
all the ground he conceived of the right honourable gentle¬ 
man’s argument; and furely, it mull be allowed that the heft 
way to arrive at a fpeedy peace, or to obtain an offer of rea¬ 
sonable terms, was to enable ourfelves to carry on the war 
with vigour* With regard to what the right honourable gen¬ 
tleman had faid of the difficulty that would be thrown in the 
peatty in conference of the object ions of our allies, 
fTWrsSSiS intake an extreme cafe, in ordfer to male out an 
argumei\fejGp?Wiu b‘ive little or no validity, becaufe if a 
delirable pea£ewas to he tV*>2, and our allies, upon improper 
grounds, and grounds that were un^eafonable, refufed to 
concur in it, under fuch circumflance# we certainly fliould 
not hold ourfelves bound by the treaty. But as to the ar¬ 
ticle ftating Jthat peace fhould not be made without the mu¬ 
tual confent of the fubfcribing parties, he would call upon 
the right honourable gentleman to ftate if he had ever heard 
of an offenfive treaty, entered into for the exprefs purpofe of 
carrying on a war, which did not contain fuch a condition ? 

Mr. Fox replied, that he believed there w^ere fevcral trea- Mr. Fox. 
ties which contained no fuch condition, unlefs the attainment 
of the fpecific objefl was named in it as the teimsfon which 
peace might be concluded, without the confent of the allies, 
and that, he believed, was the general nature of offenfive 
treaties; but he would a(k the right honourable gentleman, 
if there was no difference between a treaty entered into with 
the Mahrattas and the Nizam, and r. treaty entered into 
with an European Power r There certainly was, and that a 
very material difference. As to tin* ahfurdity of arguing 
that reafonable terms were defirable, but that he would ra¬ 
ther be without the means of cairying on the war with the 
vigour that the treaty was likely to afford, Mr. Fox faid he 
confeffed himfelf guilty of that ahfurdity; for he had no 
fcrupleto own, that he fliould prefer tn ins of .peace feme* 
wnat reafonable to the concluding fuch a treaty of partition. 

The way in which thfe righj honourable gentlemsdfchad laid 
•down the principle that* we were not to be bound by the 
treaty, if when we wiflied for peace, the Mahrattas and the 
Nizam ohftinately refuted to accede, Mr. Fox confeffed, ra¬ 
ther furprifed him. tie owned that he fhoul3 himfelf he in¬ 
clined to a6t in that manner, but he fliould not have expefled 
to have heard fuch an argument come fiom the right honour¬ 
able gentleman, who had laid fo much iirefs upon the facred 
faith of treaties. 

Mr. Chancellor /Vf/ faid, he had fiatod that in cafe of ei- Mr. Pitt, 
ther of our allies introducing unu-afonuble ubje&ions, when 
, peace 
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peace could be concluded, the treaty might be confidered by 
us as no longer binding, becaufe the ninth article of the 
treaty contains thefe words, “.and in the event of peace being 
“ judged expedient, it fhall be made by mutual confent, no 
“ party introducing unreafonable objections.” 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox wanted to know if that were the fenfe of the cafe, 
what was the fenfe of conditioning that there fhould be no 
feparate negociation ? 

Mr. Mr. Dundas obferved, that thev knew the practice of 
DundLs. Tippoo had been to attempt to bribe and buy off our allies, 
and therefore that condition was introduced tojjrevcnt^tfTi 
a practice. The treaty, Mr. Dundas faidj wrtS calculated to 
produce peace, but peace was jp^ro be concluded when a 
realonable objection was offered; when unreafonable objec¬ 
tions were introduced, it might be made feparately. 

The Speaker was putting the queftion, when 
Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox rofe again, and faid, he was aware he could not 
fpeak, unlefs he made a motion ; before he fat'down, there¬ 
fore, he would move to adjourn. The treaty, Mr. Fox con¬ 
tended, had not a fair view in the Hoirfe, for which reafon 
it ought to be made the fubject of more deliberate difcuflion. 
He had before put an unreafonable cafe, he would now put a 
re^fonable cafe. It could not be denied, that the views of the 
Mahratt&s and the Nizam for gome* to war, were different 
from thofe of the End India Company. The latter avowedly 
go to war in defence of their ally the Rajah of Travancore, 
and to refent the inlult ofleied to them by Tippoo Sultan. 
Supposing that the l£aft- India Company can have fatisfa&ion 
equal to cheir objeSs, could peace be obtained ? Undoubt¬ 
edly not, for the Nizam would fay, “ your objects are an- 
“ fwered, but mine are not,” and fo would the Mahrattas 
anfwcr; we fhould therefore be engaged in a long and expen- 
five war, when all the objects of our going to war were 
gained. 

Colonel Colonel Phipps obferved that the right honourable gentle- 
Phipps. man had faid, when we fhould have obtained every object, 
we could not have peace : the meaning of the treaty was, 
that wlj^ the three great Powers who entered into it, had 
attainecmieir fevcral difeordant hiotives in going to war, then 
peace might be concluded. If war was to be carried on after 
that, or they thought our allies would not, bona fide, fulfil 
their engagements, there was an end to all treaties, and an 
end of all good faith. With regard to what an honourable 
gentleman oppofite to him (Mr. Francis) had remarked, re¬ 
lative to the treaty being incomplete, becaufe the pay of the 
cavalry was not fpecified, that was a matter impoffible to 
fpecify, becaufe the pay of the cavalry employed muft depend 
on circumftances which were to arife eventually. He under¬ 
flow 
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flood that the cuftomary charge was different in the Carnatic 
to the price paid on the frontiers of Bengal, and alfo that the 
fort of coin to be paid to the different parties was different in 
its nature and its value. What was current among the Mah- 
rattas, would not pafs in the Noam’s dominions, and fo vice 
vcrfa. 

Mr. Fox complained bfc having been mifunderftood, fince jyj r p ou 
inftead of bad faith, he had perpetually mentioned good • 

Jaid, the right honourable gentleman had Colonel 
miftaken him, as he h**d argued for good, as well as bad Phipps, 
faith. 

Colonel Hartley , arguing in favour of the adjournment, as Colonel 
he thought the fubje£t of the treaties had not been fairly be- Hartley, 
fore the Houfe, declared that, in his opinion, the pur pole of 
the Rajah of»Travancore had been to turn r l ipj 00 Sail), by 
a trick, into an aggreffor, and that we ought not to have 
fupported him by goijig to war. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt laid, that the treaties, which it was Mr. Pitt* 
contended were not fairly before the Houfe, had been made 
the l'ubjedt of one of the refolutions moved on Monday, com¬ 
mented on in the fpeech of the honourable gentleman who 
introduced the refolutions, anddifcufled more fully than any 
other topic in the fpeech of the right honourable gentleman 
oppofitc to him, in the former day’s debate. 

The queftion of adjournment was put*md negatived. 

Mr. Fox moved to infert the words “ and maintain the 
<c tranquillity of India,” after the words “ war with vigour,” 
to which Mr. Pitt acceded, as it made the motion more im¬ 
mediately applicable. 

The queftion on the amended refolution was put and car¬ 
ried. • 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Thurfday , 3 d March . 

• 

Mr. Phelips, from the beleflt Committee, who were ap¬ 
pointed to try and determine* the merits of the petition of 
JolmChriflian Curwen and Wilfon Bradviyll, Efqrs.; and 
alfo the petition of the feveral perfons, whofe names are 
thereunto fublcribed, being freemen and citizen^ of the city 
of Carlifle, in the county of Cumberland, and having a right 
to vote in the eledfion of citizens to lerve in Parliament for 
the faid city, feverally complaining of an undue election and 
return for the faid city, informed the Houfe 

That it appeared to the faid Sele£l Committee, that the 
merits of the petition did in part depend upon the right of 
eleflion. 

That the faid Selefl Committee have determined, 
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That 
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That the right of cledlion for the city of Carlifle, in the 
county of Cumberland, is in the freemen of the faid city, 
duly md fworn firemen of the faid city, having 

been provionflv .idmiited brelhien of one of the eight guilds 
or occupations of t^e bn** *ity, and deriving their title to 
fuel) freedom hv bring loi ,m freemen, orbyferviceoffe- 
ven years apprsnbn-ih'^ ;r. 1 iie^^iiii»*Teiideiit, during fuch 
apprenticefhip, with.*' tlrf i, : ] city, and in no others. 

That the faid Sele£t Cur. unit tee have alfo determined, ^ 

That James Clarke Sattuth waite, Eft), is not duly efldfted 
a citizen to ferve in this prefent Pailiament for the city of 
Carlifle, in the county of Cumberland ; 

And alfo, that /the faid Seledl Committee have deter¬ 
mined, f 

That Edward Knuhley, Efq. is not duly elected a citizen 
to forve in this p-efent Parliament for the faid city of Car- 
lifle ;* * 

And alio, t ' ' faid Sele£l Cpmmittee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That John Chriftian Curwen, Efq. the petitioner, ought 
to have been returned a citizen to ferve in this prefent Par¬ 
liament^ for the faid city of Carlifle; 

And alfo, that the faid Selefl Committee have detei- 
mined, 

That the faid John Chriftian Curwen, Efq is duly eledled 
a citizen to lerve ip this prefent Parliament for the faid city 
of Carlifle; 

And alfo, that the faid Seleft Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That VVilfon Braddyll, Efq. the petitioner, ought to have 
been returned a citizen to ferve in this prefent Parliament 
for the faid city of Carlifle; 

And alfo, that the laid Seledl Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That the faid Wilfon Braddyll, Efq. is duly elefttd a ci¬ 
tizen to ferve in this prefent Parliament for the laid city of 
Carlifle. 

Ordered, That the Deputy Clerk of the Crown do attend 
this Houfe, forthwith, with the laft return for the city of 
Carlifle, in,the county of Cumberland, and amend the fame, 
by rafmg out the names of James Clarke Satterth waite, and 
Edward Knubley, Efqrs. and inferting the names of John 
Chriftian Curwen, and VVilfon Braddyll, Efqrs. inftead 
thereof. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Friday, 
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j. / Friday, 4th March. 


Mr. Chancellor Pitt moved, f* That His Majefty’s mef 
“ fagc, concerning the new conftitution for Quebec, might 
« be read.” It was read accordingly: 



• GEORGE R* 

His Majefiy thinks it proper to acquaint the Houfe of Commons , 
it appears to His Majefiy y that it would he jor the benefit of 
Hi£*Majefiys fubjefls in his province of Quebec, that the fame 
jhoulJ he divided into two feparate provinces , to be called the pro¬ 
vince of Upper Canada, and th& province of Lower Canada ; and 
that it is accordingly His Majejlfs intention fo to divide the fame , 
whenever Ilis Majejfy ftjall he enabled by JtSof Parliament to ef- 
tablijh the nccejjary regulations fgr the government of the faidpro¬ 
vinces. His Majefiy therefore recommends W/s object to the ctm- 
fide rati on of tins Houfe . 

His Majefiy a If recommends if h this Houfe , to conftder offuch 
pnviftons as may be nete[]ary to enable His Majefiy to make a per¬ 
manent appropriation of lands in the faid provinces , for thefuppert 
and maintenance of a Prtiefiard Clergy within the Janie , in propor¬ 
tion tifuch lands as have been already granted within the fame by 
His Majefiy ; and it is His Majefiy s defire , , that fuehproviftoti 
may be made , with ref pc St to all future grants of land within the 
jtkid provinces njpcdively y as may befi conduce to the fame objefl, 
in proportion to Juch increnje as may happen in the population and 
cultivation of thejaid provinces ; and for this tourpofe, His,Majefiy 
confentSy that j'uch provi/hns or regulations*may be made by this 
Houfe y ref peeling all future grants of land to be made lyHis Ma- 
jfiy ‘within the /aid provinces , as this HoufeJI jqII think fit,. 

G 'P 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt then moved, iC Thait the aft of the 
<£ 14th of Ills Majefiy, refpedfing the faid province, be read,” 
and the title being ftad pro forma , he obferved, that the pur¬ 
port of his motion was to repeal part of the above aft, and to ~ 
introduce new regulations for the future government of the 
province. Feeling the Jmportance of the fubjeft, hefhould. 
jiave been defirous of fluting fully to the Houfe the grounds 
and the principles on wlfjch rqeant to proceed in forming 
a conftitution for a valuablel^pcndage to the Britifh domi¬ 
nions, which, he trufted, would contribute Jo its future 
profperity ; but as it was not likely that any oppofition would 
arifeagainft bringing in a bill for this purpofe, and afs expla¬ 
nation would come with more propriety when tlffe bill was 
before the Houfe, he fliould ftate only in few words the out-, 
lines of the plan, unjefs queftions were afked, or explanations 
demanded in rht firft inltance. The bill which he meant to 
pfopofe was founded, in the firft place, on the recommen- 
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datkm contained in md&ge, to divide the pro. 

vipce into two Governments. This divifion, it was hoped 
would put an'end to the competition between the old French 
inhabitants and the new fetthrs from Britain, or Briiifh co¬ 
lonies, which had occafioned the difputes and uncertainty 
refpefting law, and other difputes of lefs importance, by 
which the province hnd been fo long diftrafted. This di¬ 
vifion, it Was hoped, could be made in fuch a manner, as to 
give each a great majority in their own particular part, a!- 
though it could not be cxpefted to draw a line of complete* 
ftparation. Any inconveniences to be apprehended from an¬ 
cient Canadians being included in the one, or Britifli fettlers 
in the other, would be-cured by the eftablifliment of a local 
legiflature in each. 

It was for this p®*pofe that he fliould firft propofe, in imi¬ 
tation of the cortftBftion of the mother country, a Council 
and Houfe of Aflembly for each ; the Aflembly to be con- 
Aituted in the ufual manner, and the Members of the Coun¬ 
cil to be members for life; icicrvmg power to His Majefty 
to annex to certain honours an hereditary light of fitting m 
the Council. All laws and ordinances of the province were 
to remain in force, till altered by this new Legiflature. 
They would confequcntly retain as much of the law of Eng¬ 
land as they now had andchofe to keep, and they would pof* 
fefs the means of intiodncing as much more as they tnigLt 
think convenient. I he Habeas Corpus aft was already law 
by an ordinance of the province, and this invaluable right 
was to be continued 4 as a fundamental principle of the con- 
ltiriition. 

Thefe were the moft important points; but there were 
others to which the attention of the Houfe was called by His 
Majefty’s meflage. It was meant ro make provifion for a 
Proteftant clergy in both divifions, by an a lotmsnt of lands, 
in proportion to thofe already granted,; and as in one of 
them the majority of the inhabitants would be Catholics, it 
Was meant to provide that it fliall no^be lawful for His Ma¬ 
jefty in future to aflent to grants of .lands for this purpofy 
under the fanftion of the Council an$ Aflembly of either di¬ 
vifion, without firft fubmitting* them to the confideration of 
the Britifli Parliament. The tfmur/s, which had been the 
, fubjeft of difpute, were to be Settled in Lower Canada, by 
the local Legifiature; in Upper Canada, the fettlers being 
chiefly Britifli, or Britifli colonifts, the tenures were to be 
fockage tequfes; and, in order to prevent any fuch difpute as 
had been., the caufe of feparating the Thirteen States from the 
Mother Country, it was provided that the Britifli Parliament 
ihould'impofe no taxes but fuch as were neceflary for the re¬ 
gulation of trade and commerce ; and to guard ngainft the 

abufc 
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abufe of tills potter* Ajrcfi ta*y*were to be levied and to be 
difpofed by die Legiflature of each Aivifion. As the confti. 
tution which he hai thus briefly opened, could not be in a 
ftate of a&ivity for fome tune, Ilis Majefly was to be em¬ 
powered to make temporary legislations, to be in force for fix 
months after the eftablifliment of the new conftilution. 

• Mr, jF oa declared it i.iipoflible to exprefs an entile appro- Mr. Fox 
bat ion or difapprobation of a bill which the Houfe had not 
’ yet leen; but he did not hefitate to fay, that if a local Le- 
■pfla^ure was liberally formed, that cncumftance would incline 
him much to overlook defedls in the other legulations, be- 
caufehe was convinced that the only means ot retaining dif- 
tant colonies with advantage, was to enable them to govern 
tiicnnelvu ' a 

Oideied,That (leave be given to bring in a bill tp repeal cer¬ 
tain | rovifions of the adl of the i^th of Hi&M/p fty refpeijking 
tVGovernmeflt of Canada, and to makeothej piovifions, &c* 

'1 he Iloufe adjoumed. 

Monday ^ *)ih March* 




Lord Vifcount Downe* from the Seled Committee, who 
were appointed to tiy and dttcimme the ments of the peti¬ 
tion of hr John Honey wood, Bait, and John Curtjp, Efq. 
complaining of an undue election and return for the borough 
oflbteyning, in the county of Suflex, informed the Houfe, 

That it appeared to the laid Sele£t Committee, that the 
merits of the petition did in pait depeinkupon the right of 
cleflion; and that,’ thereupon, the laid Committee required 
the Counfel for thefeveial parties to deliver, to the clerk of 
the faid Committee, ftatements in writing <of the right of 
tleflion for which they refpedlively contended. 

That, in confequence thereof, the Counfel for the peti¬ 
tioners, Sir John Honeywood, Bart, and John Curtis, Efq. 
delivered in a ftatemfcnt as follows : 

“ 1 he Counlel for the petitioners ftate the right of elec- 
“ ticn to he in the inhalitants of ancient houfes, and houfes 
“ built on the feites of pndient houfes, within the borough 
“ of Sttyning, being httfehdders. paying foot and lot, anil 
“ not receiving alms.” \ ■>! 

I bat the Counfel for tnV fitrJte Members, James Martin 
Lloyd and Henry HoWatti, Efqjflres, delivered 14 a ftatement 
as follows: 

“ The Counfel for the fitting Members ftate the right of 
u ele&ion to he m the conf^abL and houfeholders inhabitants 
“ within the borough of Steymng, pa yang foot and lot, and 
u not receiving alms.” 

That, upon the ftatement delivered in by the Counfel for 
3 U 2 the 




battlie right of deSfei^as fet fBrtli fo jftfe ftate- 
: l&ertt, is not the right of eiedUoh for the borough ©fSt^ning, 
in the? county of Suffex. ■' t , 

„That, upon the ftatemenf delivered in by the Cbunfel fof 
thepetitroaers, the faid Seleft Committee bare determined^ 
That the right of election, as fet forth in the faid ftate- 
ment, is the right of election For the borough of Stemming* 
That the faid Select Committee have alfo determined, 
That James Martin Lloyd, Efq. is not duly'eledled a 
Burgefs to ferve in this prefent Parliament for the borough 
of Steyriing, in the county of SuiTex ; 

Ana alfo, that the faid Seledt Committee have deter¬ 
mined, o 

That Henry Howard, Efq. is not duly ele&ed a Burgefs to 
ferve in this prefent Parliament for the faid bojough of Stey- 
ning. 

And alfo, that the faid Sele<St Committee have deter¬ 
mined. 

That Sir John Honeywood, Bart, the petitioner, ought 
to have been returned a Burgefs to ferve in this prefent Par¬ 
liament for the faid Borough of Steynihg; 

And flolfo, that the faid Seleft Committee have deter* 
shined, / 

, That the faid Sir John Honeywood, Bart, is duly,elected a 
Burgefs to ferve in this prelent Parliament for the faid bo¬ 
rough of Steyning? 

# And alfo, that the faid Seledt Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That John Curtis, Efq. the petitioner, ought to have been 
returned to ferve in this prefent Parliament for the faid bo¬ 
rough of Steyning; ; 

And affo, that the faid Seh£t Committee have deter¬ 
mined. 

That the faid ]phn Curtis, Efq. is duly elected a Burgefs 
to ferve in this prefent Parliament ibr, the faid borough of 
Steyning. " ! 

■ Sir Gilbert Elliot, from thefeeleA Committee, who were 
appointed to try and determine' th/merits of the petition of 
? the honourable Richard Edjfecume, commonly called Lord 
Valletort, and Philip Rafhle\gh, Eft}.; and alfo the petition 
, of the right honourable Molineux Lord Shutdham, and Sir 
Ralph Payne,, Knight of the Bath; and alfo, the petition of 
; fefin Rafhleigh, Richard Hennah, Samuel Nicolls, Nevel 
Norway, and Benjamin; Bloomfield, of the borough of 
* Fowey, in the county of Cornwall, being perfons who had a 

r " right 
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faldbbrooghj feve rally complailSiig of an endue etaftion and 


double return for the feid 


informed the Houfe, 


That it appeared to the Select Committee, that the,me¬ 
rits of the petition did in paTt depend upon the right of chu- * 
flng, ; nominating, or appointing, the Returning Officer, 
who was to make return of fuch ejection ; 2nd. that* there¬ 
upon* the faid Seledl Committee required t)ie Counfel for the 
federal parties to deliver, to the clerk of the faid Committee,’ 
flatements in writing of the right of chufing, nominating, or 
appointing^ the Returning Officer for the faid borough for 
which they refpedlively contended. 

7 hat, in con fequence thereof, ?he*jCounfel for the peti¬ 
tioners, Lord Sbuldham, and Sir Ralph Payne, delivered in 
a ftatement # as follows: , 

.«« The Portreeve is the Returning Officer at eleflioos to 
Ci ferve in Parliament for the borough of Fowey; the Por- 
u treeve for the faid borough is chofen or prefented by the 
homage, at the Court holden for the faid manor ©f Fowfry, 
“ ufually foon after Michaelmas, by the Steward, ot the 
“ deputy of the Steward, of the Prince of Wales*' Lord of 
(i the faid borough apd manor, in right of his Datchy of 
Cornwall.” 

That the Counfel for the petitioners, Lord Valletort and 
Philip Ralhleigh, Efq. and alfoTor the petitioners, John 
Ralhleigh, Richard Hennah, Samuel # Nicol Is, Nevel Nor¬ 
way* and Benjamin Bloomfield, on behalf of themfelves" and 
others, who were at the laft ele&ion lawful ele£tors for the 


faid borough, delivered in a ftatement as fellows'; 

“ The perfons entitled to eledt the Portreeve of thebo- 
<c rough gf Fowey, are thofe who are capable of holding that 
u office, th^t is^ fuch Prince’s tenants-only as have been 
u duly admitted on the Coprt rolls of the manor of the ffiiid 
u borough, and hay done their fealty, and fuch perfons 
* only are duly adnltted whofe lands were anciently, and 
“ continue to be', Ajd immediately of the Duke of Corn- 
u wall, as,parcel of Ms laif manor of the faiibofough, 
u whofe titles to tholm hfivebeeri prefented at a Court 
u Baron by a fworn diomagM or jury of tb It freeholders of 
u the faid borough.’^* T; > * 

That the faid Sek& Committee, having duly confidered 
the faid flatements, and the evidence adduced*befom them 
/touching the rightsof xhufing, nominating, or appoinfctng, 
the Returng Officer for the faid bordttgh of Fqwey, have de¬ 
termined, 

That 



that 

a bomagfc or jury of PrinceV tenants, iduly a 3 mitted oh the 
Codrt rolls of this manor* of the foid borough, and that 
PrinceV tenants, admitted by the Steward, or Deputy Stew¬ 
ard, at a Coprt holden in the faid manor, are duly admitted, ■ 
and that the prefentment of the homage .is not neceflary to 
Inch admiffion J 

That the faid SeleA Committee have alfo determined, 

That 1 homas Mein fans the proper Returning Officer^at 
the l^teek£Hon for Burgeffes, to ferve in Parliament for the 
borough of Fowey; ' \ 

And alfo, that the faid Sele& Committee have deter¬ 
mined, * ■ > 

That the right honourable Ford Shuldhanv is not duly re¬ 
turned a Burgefs to ferve in this prefent Parliament for the 
borough of Fowey, ip the county of Cornwall j 

And alfo, that the faid Seleft Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

That Sir Ralph Payne is not duly returned a Purgefs to 
ferve in this prefent Parliament for the faid borough ; 

And alfo, that the faid Selidt Committee have deter¬ 
mined, « / 

That the right honourable Lord Valletort is duly elocled a/ 
Burgefs to ferve,in this prefent Parliament for the faid bo¬ 
rough, and ought to have been returned by the fa*d Thomas, 
Mein; * , 

And alfo, that the faid Sde£t Committee have deter¬ 
mined, 

7 ’hat Philip Ralhleigh, Efq. is duly elected a Burgefs tn 
, ferve-in this prefent Parliament for the faid borough, and 
ought to have been returned by the faid Thomas Mein. 


Tuefday^ Zth J[farch* c 

No particular debate arofe. , 1 . 

' Weinefdaj) qth Ma^h. 

■#|The Earl of Carysfort , from mfc Committee who 
* ‘ faerC appointed ^to try and dfetejmm/ the merits of the pe- 
i- tjfiop; of Charles Mellifh and/jdhn^A.nfftruther, Efquires; 
SmW' alfo, the petition of fevetSl .p^rfohs, whofe names are 
fi thereunto fubferibed, being freehoidets of the bufgage of 
. Tenure faith jn the borough of Pontefraft, in the county pf 
. Ifprfci and* as foch, ele&ors of member* to ferve in Pallia- 1 
y the (aid borough, feverally complaining of r an un» 

doe election and return for the ftid borough, informed the 
Hpufe' -■ " 


That 
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That It appeired^to tl*e /a$ |«le& Cottimfftee, that thd 
merits of the petition did wholfy depend upon the right of 
eleftion; and that, therefore, the faid Committee required 
the counfel for the feveral parties to deliver, to the clerk of 
the faid Committee, ftulem&its in writing of the right of 
fledlion for which tluy relpedlively contended, 

• 'Lhat, in confequence thereof, the counfel for the peti¬ 
tioners, Charles Mtllifli and John Anftruther, Ltquircs; 
and alfe, for fhe petitioners, the ficeholders of Burgage Te- 
•Tlujje within the borough of Pontcfradt, in the cbunty of 
Yoik, and, as fuch, eledtors of members to ferve in Parlia¬ 
ment for the laid borough, delivered m a ftaiement as fol* 
lows: 

44 Statement on the part of John At>ftruther and Charles 
44 Melhlh, hiquiies.” 

44 The right of eledlion for members to ferve in Pailia- 
u merit for* the boiough of Pontefi adl, in the county of 
44 Yoik, is in pei foils having within the faid borough a 
i 4 huigage tenuie, paying a burgage rent.” 

** That the counfel for the fitting members, John Smyth 
and William Sotheron, Efquiies, ddrveicd in a rtatement as 
follows: 

\ 44 The counfel for the fitting members ftate • 

44 The light of eledhon for the boiough of Pontefradi to 
'be in the inhabitants Jioufliolders refiants.” 


That, upon the ftatjement dtlivered in by the counfel for 
the faid feveial petitioners, the laid Sesiedl Committee have 
determined, 

That the right of ele&iori, as fet forth in the faid ftate- 
meut, is not the light of eledlion for the borough of Ponte- 
fradl, In the county of York, 

'That upon the ftatement delivered in by the counlel for 
the fitting # membeis, the faid Seledt Committee have* deter¬ 
mined, * # 

■» 1 hat the right of eledlion, as fet forth in the ftatement, is 

the right of eltdtion f<j§the faid borough of Pontefradl. 

That the faid SeledtjCommittee have alfo determined, 

That John Smyth, fclquile, is duly eledted a burgefs to 
ferve in this prefent ParmmAt fey the borough of Pontefradf, 
in the county of Yoik*\ 

And alfo, that the (airagi^Eommittee, have determined, 

That WilliamSotheronoCiquire, is duly eledleda burgefs 
to ferve in this piefent Pailiament For the laid borough of 
Pontefradl. 4 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt prefpqfted a biH^ 44 for applying to the Mr. Pitu 
“ public fervice the fuin ol 509,0001 out of the balance fe- 
44 maining in the Hank of jh ngland, from fums iffued for the 
“ payment of dividends on account of the national debt, and 
I 44 for « 



tbepun$i«il payment «f AtMeM» M account 
theNationai'Debt,‘and for fecuring tho ptin&ual pay- 
> of any arrears of dividends, whenever the fame fliall 
^ he demanded* 

The fame was read for the firft time. 


Colonel Colonel MaclcodL rofe and obferved he had a motion to 
Itfackod. tnafce which he was veiy happy to learn would not be oppofed 
' from any quarter. 1 he lloufe would recollejft, that when 

an honourable gentleman (Mr. Hippefley w is prevented, by ^ 
indifpofition, from attending in his place, he had defined* 
another honourable gentleman (Mr. Taylor) to read his 
fpeech, but gentlemen would remember that there was fo 
much noife and confufion in the Hotife at the time, that it 
was abtblutcly impoffifle to liear the greater part of what was 
fateied, and this was his apology for not having inllantly 
taken notice of a very lingular paffage in that Ipeech. It 
had fince been publilhed in all the papeis, and he would beg 
leave to read the paffage to which lie alluded. The Colonel 
then read tBat part fiom the Annual Regifter of 1783, which 
particulaily mentioned that 400 beautiful women had been 
tnaffacred, and fuffered every fpecies of torture from the 
Britiih troops, at the ftorm of Ananpore. The Colonel de¬ 
clared he eould affure the Houfc, upon his honour, that this^ 
calumny had not the fliadow of truth for its foundation; and 
that nothing of the kind had ever happened. But having 
taken pains to come at the fact, he found that a Bombay offi- 

* cer of the name of Sheen, had been fond of writing reports 
of every kind to lushiends, who alfo publilhed them, pet- 
haps with impiovcment*; that there was another officer in 
the Bombay army, who was very fond of that fpecies of wit 
called humbugs and he had written this curious account, ip 
order to take m Mr. Sheen. There was an officer pow in the 
gallery who headed the ftorming party f here the Speaker 
called him to order). He begged pardon (Uq faid) he meant 
Mr* Tinen, w ho could, if ueceffary, be called to the bar; 
and there was alfo a full explanation oftthis affair, which hfcd 
been received from all the furvivjng ofccers at Bombay, and 
waft rtow aft the India Houfe. Ittyras fiat paper for which he 
meanrto move. The Houfetweiifl niturally forgive his anx¬ 
iety on this fubjeft when they iw\rej(nformed that the officer 
whd commanded at the fiegtSnf Jp$hpore was Lieutenant 
Colonel Campbell, his molt Initiate friend, who had dif- 

* tinguifhed hpxifelf fo nobly by his gallant defence of Manga¬ 
lore, and the officer who commanded thp* ftorming party was 

^ his near relation, and tBe troops Wployed were the regiment 
prhtch ho had the honour to raife and to command for fo many 
years* Ho had Inch a confidence in the juftice £ of the Houle 
of Common*, that he was fure they would not let fo horrid 

Jt " a calumny 



ttUmtify dwatyfcaoSwi pmHi* tb* tefu- 

»Mkui*i &Aimt«iUiMliv tit hit 4iS h»Mkhi hanAw *a ll- 


tavern fecompmly in hj» *#4 b&mm happy to % 

(erhat in candour he was bound to declare) that he had re¬ 
ceived a letter from the honourable gentleman (Mr. Hippefley) 
expreffing his warmeQ defire to have jufttce done to the army 
in India, and that had he been able, he would have come 
dotgn to fecond the motion himfelf. The Hoofe, he hoped, 
wodid think that fomething was due to the characters of the 
gffiefl? who N died m the public lervice, and to thofe who 9 
"m$re now employed upon fervice againft Tippoo Sultan. The 
Colonel therefore moved for a u copy of a letter from tire 
officcn of the Bombay detachment.” Ordered. 

The following is an exa& copy of the letter alluded to 
by Colonel Macleod in the courfe ofyhe pieceding Ipeech: 

41 SIR, 

• « Grofvcnor-Jh eet> tyb March 1701,” 

/ u I am extremely obliged to you for tho candour of your 
^communication; and am to regret that 1 am (till unable to 
; attend my duty in the Houfe, where I might have had an op* 
“portunity of replying to any obfenations you might make on 
the flatement read*by Mr. laylor at my defire. 

u 1 was much hurt at the typographical etror l&the Newf- 
Lpaper Repoit, of u Mtnows” inftead of w Mathews;” 
and immediately lequcfted it might be corre&ed; though 
the context itfelf in fad offered that correction. 

u The reference to Annampore and Bidenpre was ftated^ 
on the authority of the Aunual Ufgifler of 1783, (and that 
authority exprefly given). At Annampore, indeed, no im¬ 
putation falls to the officer who commanded, who is prefumed 
(even if the fa& flated had been true) to have had no power 
of checking the Sepoys; nor was it till this morning that I 
framed, from yourfelf, that any European force had been 
employed in the fform of that place.—At Bidenore, the-whole 
imputation is, by the fame authority, call on the unfortunate 
officer who is now Jvtmore. 

“ The mferenpQaieant^to be drawn from this ftateroent 
was, that frpm caufes thefe events originated, 

frv_p . . S ilk' , r , 1 r . 


Tippoo Sultan wottflppm&Ilv feek revenge, and that, pro* 
babtjr, not meafored wMimMjk equitable di(crimination! 

“ Thefe are the ot^J^v^ton which I think it neceflary 
to explain myfelf, arid tSWrarye, that (he ftatefflent was go¬ 
verned by the evidence of hjnory, concurring jpith other re¬ 
ports, that 1 cannot at this dulauce afev aie immediately trace# 
It way not till this daly^At 1 hadJUr heard that the relar 
tkwiof the offibsr quoted by the Annual Regifl^r, ftpod.con- 
tradi&ed bythe much weightier teftimony of the officers pre¬ 
fen t; 1 think it therefore highly incumbent on me to lay, .that 
* Vol. XXVUf. 3 X * 
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that gratification, I will truft, Sir, that you Wift do me 
thf juftke to ftatc, that fach are my fentimem*. 

/ « However we may differ on the general queftion, I am 
ft reive perfedUy agree in our convi&idn of the honour and 
Valour of our armies in India; and'here, Sir, you will permit 
me to expiefs the juft fenfe 1 have ever entertained of 
and ability of y out own oerfonal exertions, uuring the period 
of your command in the Eaft, 

« 1 have the honour to be, 
u With great efteem, 

«$UU 

K YoUr very obedient fervant, 

« J. C. HiPPESLEY. 

4 * Colonel Neman Macleod, fcs fc. 6sV* ' 


r. Mr. Taylor faid, the fpeech of his honourable friend hai 
^thylor. put into his hands, and the Houfe* well knew he haV 
* 1 from the MS. As to the fa£t complained of as ami f-'^ 

reptefeutatjon, he ftiould be glad to be fe( light refpedHng it, 
he was ignorant of it, as he could not he tuppofed to know 
^asmtichdf military tranfadlions in Indians the honourably * 
Colonel, but he had read, in the Annual Regifter of 1783, 
m account of ill cofldudt at Annanpore, like that ftated by 
his honourable friend^ fure he was however that his honour, 
able friend would be r as happy as fumielf in being fet right, 
and in having juftice done to General Mathews’s aimy. 

Major $cott obferved, that as he had been concerned in a 
former part of this bufinefs, he begged leave to ftate what he 
JkneW of it. The calumny to which the honourable Colonel 
alluded, and which an honourable gentleman (Mr. Taylor) 
had read in a preceding debate, was originally published in 
two books* the Annual Regifter, and the New Annual Re¬ 
gifter. As feop as thefe publications got to India, they very 
paturally made a great noife, and* a 5 the officers who ffir- 
ViYfed the chance of war, and the impediment which enfued 
I* the dominions ofTippoo Sultan, wrote a letter, accompa¬ 
nied by a fall ftatement of trie fdbera^ operations of the cam¬ 
paign to the Governor and £hun«utt^>f Bombay, with a re- 
* auCft that it might be fent to^Bjg/Snd, in order to retrieve 
(fradr chataders in tlie opinion of their countrymen. The 
<he mqvcddg a vcrwuH Court of Proprietors that 
tfili vtodkatien ik&figbe pub|liied. f *and the motion paffed 
manftnpofly above three years ap*} fo that he had hoped no 
iftbttvfwg entertained a doubt that the whole ftory was an 
jnfefltou* calumny* One of the books in which it was in- 
fkgttiht the New Annual Regifter, had in 1789 publilhed very 
S < ' honourably 
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iqjuftk»uet hM fointe^Mially committed. 
Annual Regifter, had been totally filent, and 
from'that publication the extras alluded to in the fpeech, read 
by the honourable gentleman (Mr.Taylor) was taken; but 
the.Major faid, he trailed the morion now made would dear 
up tlw matter to the fatisfaAion of every man in England. 

1 he Houfe adjpurned. 

# Thurfday, IO th March . 


A petition of feveral houfebolders within the cities of Lon- 
don and Wefltninftcr, for themfelves and others, was pre- 
itntid to the Houfe, and read; fetting forth, that divers 
evil pi ad ices have been carried on Ify perfons falfely aflu^i- 
ing the names and charafiers of mailers, miftrefles, and em¬ 
ploy ft s ohnemal fervants of both fexes, and by forging 
• anti counteiieiting ceitificates, of their chambers from Fuch 
mailers miftreffe^ and employers, to the manifeil detriment 
not only of fuch mailers, nultrefles, and employers, thereby 
impoied on, bqt alfo to the prejudice of all good and faithful 
fervants, who are defcrying of being diilinguiihedirom thofe 
of bad charadteis, and of being folely employed; and that 
the petitioners have great reafon to believe maify robberies 
have been committed by fervants who have been thos hired,* 
and that fuch evil practices are the chief fource from which 
the many houfe robberies, committeJJn and near the metro¬ 
polis, as well as m other places, do arife, and they are in-' 
formed that the laws now in being do not.extend to puniih 
the evils complained of, and conceive, that i|0a law was 
made to put a flop to fuch pernicious evils, iCwould be of 
great benefit to the community in general, and have a firong 
tendency to reform the morals and behaviour of fervants 
throughout the*kingdom; and therefore requeuing the at-' 
tention of the Houfe to the evils complained of, and that 
;hey will make fuch provifions for remedying the fame as to 
the Houfe ihall feerp meet. ^ 

The Houfe bein£ informed, that Mr. Morton (from the 
Directors of the Ban- India Company) attended at the door, 
he was called in{' antL ujltha bar, prefented to the Houfe, 
purfuant to their ordaiL^ y 
Copy of a letter frot^MRy officers of tfie Bombay eftab- 
lilhment, to the Govfernorluid Council of that Prefidency, 
dated the ijth FebrnaryJ»J78y ? together with a paper in- 
clofed therein, entitled, Jp A Vindjgpticm of the Conduct of 
“ the Engltih forces ^employed in the bte war, Minder tfie 
“ command of Brigadier General Matheus, againil the Na- 
“ heb Ttppoa Sultan.” 

3 X a ^kod 
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u Extraft of Bombay Public Confutations, fly 17th Ij&rr 
binary, 1787. 

w Read-a letter as follows, from the Officers who ferved 
under the late Brigadier General Mathews, on the Southern 
expedition, accompanying a vindication of certain parts of 
their conduft, from afpeifions thrown thereon a variety 
of publications in England. f 

“ Honourable Sir, and Sirs, ^ * 

* A due regard for our own character*, and the honour of 
the eftabhfhment to which we* belong, make it incumbent 
upon us (the Officers employed under Brigadier General Ma¬ 
thews) to juftifyourfelws from thegrofs afperfions. which have 
been thrown upon us in England, for our conduct on the 
Southern fervice* in a variety of publications, but particularly 
io the New Annual ftegiftei, for the year 1784. ^ 

u We therefore beg leave to fubmit the accompanying .* 
narrative of fafts to your honouiable Beard, which we hum- * 
bly requeft you will forwaid to our honourable Matters by 
the (hip under difpatch; and hope you will be pleafed to re* 
commend it to them to pubhfli it by their own authority. 

a We fnift that the honourable the Court of Directors / 
will have as great a fatisfaftion in affording us that juftice, * 
as we know your honourable Board will expel lencc in being 
inftrumental to it. 

€t We have the hpnour to he, 

i( with the utmoft refpeil, 

^ (< Honourable Sir, and Sirs, 

Bombay, “ Your moii obedient and 

I tth Fib* 1787. <c moft humble fervantt, 


l$th Feb. 1787. 

J 

. Captains, 
James Panton, 

J. C/Sartorius, 
Daniel Carpenter, 
John Lasripard, 

*C. H. Wirtman, * 
F. W. Belli*, 

Johir Wifeman, 1 
Henry Oakes, 

G» W. Mignan, 
William Home, 

S i Mae Donald, 
ph Bland, 

>b Thompfon, 


JOHN SAM. tORRIANO,‘Major. 


W. H. Blachford. 

Lieutenant u 
James Palerfqn, 
i William Williamfon, 

teisii_.. 


Ta^P^attray, 

John Jarpes, 

Richard Cooke, 

RiqjardJSealc, 

Tohmnull, 

Thomas Grummoiit, 
James Baird, 


Samuel, 





Samuel Wftftjp, 

^iitord Bu4&% 

C«&r Stitton, 

Richar4 Dooleft* 

Thbipas Hooke* 

Jeremy Ward. 

Pro0mmfF^imneers. 

Sntine Mttnbee 
George Goddard. 

Lieutenant Fireworkers ♦ 

Thomas Walton, 

Alexander Torriano, 

John Griffith* 

“ A Vindication of the Condudt of the Englilh Forces em¬ 
ployed in the late War, undeY'the command of Brigadier 
peneral Mathews, again# the Nabob Tippoo Sultan. 

jf Several mifreprefentations having appeared in the New 
Jnnual Regifter for the year 1784, which teflefl: the higheft. 
roilhonour on the King’s and Company’s forces who fijrved in 
late wat on the weftern fide of India, undqr Brigadier 
li&ieral Mathews, againft the Nabob Tippoo Sultan: we, 
the furviving officers in the honourable the Eaft-lndia Com¬ 
pany’s lervice, judge it neceflary, in vindication of our con¬ 
clude, to point them out, and to relate the real matters of 
fa£K 


Z9G&* 

John Skelton, 

WillUm Morris, 
Charles Lonfible, 

E. Birch Gillmer, 

E. W. Foreman/ 

James Gilkie, 

David Price, 

Lancelot Reed, 

Tohn Alfagar, 

Robert Gordon, 

M atthew i} rattan, 
Conftantine O’Ddnnd, 
John Charles Sheen. 


« Various letters and paragraphs of the fame tendency 
were formerly publilhed in the papers, which we naturally 
concluded would hive been contradi&ed by thofe officers who ' 
had furvived"their imprifonment, and returned to their native 
country; but as we 6nd they have hitherto palled unnoticed, 
and have been attempted to be handed down to pofterity, evi¬ 
dently to brand with infamy the conduct of the army, by 
being inferted in a publication eonfidered in general authentic, 
we efteem them worthy eur molt fenous attention, particu¬ 
larly as the editors have derived thpir information from let¬ 
ters faid to be written by two |ffic,rs of the Bombay eftab- 
lifhment. We, however/®#Wjjrty a candid, relation of 
fa£ts, to efface every mjuriflqplihprfffion which thefe mifre¬ 
prefentations may have ftaau$d upon the minds of the 
Public. -r 

“ We think any exordiooj ^neceflai^Mlnd lhall therefore 
proceed to contradid fuch parts of the Annual Regifter, un¬ 
der the head of Britilh and Foreign Hiftory, as materially 
concern us, quoting each paragraph. 

Page 
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*'* 4 w ' Paige 5^ « ipW campaign ,<af; the 

* kiQgd[oB> of Car^ra^4>y frrigajdier ^ ^ 

w tfce florin of Onqte, on the 5 th of. January ; 

• u . The drama commenced upon this pccanon in a manner 

* ,** worthy of* the events that, were 'to follow* No quarter 

^ Was given bjrthe victotiouis tnglifh; every man’they met 
46 was put to the flvord f * • 

u On the evening of' the 4 th of January, a practicable 
hrr^ph being made, General Mathews feiU^rt^li9|*%41jtruce,^ 
fummoning the garrifon to furrender, and warning 
falidaur of the. fatal' confequences that wquld enfue if he 
flood a ftbrm, at the fame time offering him favourable 
terms. The offers were ieje£ted ; the breach was {termed 
the next day at npgn, and, according to the rules ofjwar, all 
who continued in arms, or made any refiftance, received no 
quarter; bat we folemnly declare, that as (oort as quarter 
was demanded,, it was granted ; and none but thofe who ob¬ 
stinately tpfifled, felt the tffe*Sls of our fuperiority. 9. be 
number of the enemy killed and wpunded did not exdecd 
three hundred and fifty ; fomc few made their efcape; Vvd 
trp wards of two thousand were taken priloners. Cajtfain 
- Oakes, who commanded a party that was detached tocut\ff 
the ,threat of the enemy acrols the river, gave quarter tSt— 
eight hundred and twelve of them the inftant it was demand¬ 
ed, and would not permit one of them to be plundered, 
though, by thecuftom of war, in the prefent in fiance, it 
was certainly allowable. 

** The whole of the prlioncrs, except three of the principal 
officers, being firfl difarmed, were released the next morning, 
permitted to go where they chofe, and allowed to carry 
with them their private property. i he wounded weie re¬ 
ceived into our hofpitals; were attended and cured by the 
Ewopean furgeons, and their affiitants, and after wauls per- 1 

* putted to go to their own homes. * , 

Page 96 . “ Uj)on this otcaflon we beg leave to tranferibe \ 
'** three lines from the private letter of one ol the officers 
11Ci concerned in the expedition. The carnage (fays he) was , 

" grear; we trampled tjhick on the dead budies that were 
4 * ftrewed in the way. U was rather flinching to humanity ; 
li but fuch are only fecnmlary confiderations; and to a fol- 

dier, whofe. hofom glnw f s heroic glory, they are 

^ u thought accidents of courfe; flis zeal makes him afpire 
-'H after farther vi£lory" 

“ Thclc lines were extrafled from a letter faid to be writ¬ 
ten by £nfign HiMtanl. At the period,this young foldier’s 

* bpfom iC glowed With heroic glory,” it is well known he,was 
flationed at > fmall fort called Compton, federal leagues dif- 
tant from the fetne of action, and did not join the army un- 

• til 




ttl * JjS* this f o«ng g^tlettinn 

is dead, lire (halt make no Yarrb*r&0mnjehi upon his extra* 

Page 96, a In the fort refs of Ondre were found fums of 
« money to an unknown amounts befidfes jewels and dia- 
< « month* A confiderable ^art of this appears to have been 
if fecured as private plunder by Genera! Mathews : thecoui- 
■ i( plaints of the military were loud; they thought, and natu- 
(t E&T'* ®S?T!fc^oquilition of riches was the. fair and rea* 
Triable confluence of the perpetration of bloodfhed ” 
u Theie were many vague report* of money being found in 
Onore, hut as they were never confirmed, the army could 
not, nor even did they, muritiur #t being deprived of what 
never exifted; con frequently tlie inference, which thfe candid 
editors have bien pleafed to draw, mull of courfe fall to the 
ground. 

Page 97. The Engli/li had, however, already obtained 
confiderable reputation by their executions; and the ufe 
4 *of the bayonet, the moll fatal inftroment of war, 

'c which was employed by them on all occasions, created & 
^extreme a terror in the enemy, as to enable them to fur- 
J* mount this otherwife impregnable defile.” * 

|l This mode of relating the circumftance carries ijith it a 
ftrong impreffion of cruelty. The bayonet was certainly 
ufed, and it was abfolutely neceffary, being conlldered the 
moil fpeedy and effodlual means of executing the orders of 
the Commander in Chief, to di(lodge the enemy from their 
ftrong holds in 'the Ghauts, the natural flrength of which 
had been coniiderably added to by ftrong batteries, redoubts, 
&c.; and as the numerous, foe illewed every appearance of 
defending them, the Biitifli troops of couife ufed the arms 
they were provided with, and their exertions were attended 
with the vviflicd-for fuccefs. But there was no wanton or 
unneceffary eiFufioiT of blood. 

Page 97. “ The wealth of this metropolis (Hvdernagur) 

“ in gold alone, is varioufly reprefented. By the accounts 
“ of Bombay, it was ftated only at 175,000b; buttheoffi- 
<e cers concerned in the expedition ftated it as amounting to 
ic i,20Q,ooob or 1,920,000!. k^muft be remembered that 
*' this was only public treafure; the private property that 
*• was. ferzed*on by 'thelwmy, exclufive of tffis fum, was 
“ doubtlefs confiderable. i’he f tea fare was at firft fhewit' 
(t by the General to his officers, and declared to belong to the 
“ ar m y. He afterwards received new light upofi the fob* 
“ jeft, and infot|ped them that it adMNly belonged to the 
•‘ Mahometan Governor of the place, ^and was fecured to 
him bv thelerms of the furfender. '. - 

« If 






# u If ttie army were difeontented with tbfe fel$fb mi inte- 
w refted condu& of thtetir Commander at Onore, the ir dif- 
4i pleafure at this new mftanc* of tbeHfame kind was fcSSruU 
“ lefs and extreme: Colonel Mtfcleod put bimfelf at the head 

of the malcontents; and the controverfy grew to fo great 
H a length* that this officer, together with fotne of the princi- 
u pal people in the army, quitted Hydernagur, and returned 
u to Bombay* The bittereft recr \mi na tw een the 
M General and his officers fucceeded tlyv event;J r^!attgr 
u Charged General Mathews with a lpirit of pecuhtiorC 
’equally fuperior to (hame, and incapable of fatiety, The 
44 General, in return, declared of his whole army, that they 
44 had done every thing that was difrefpeflful and injurious 
" to him; that ofier and difeipline were at an end ; and 
** that the foldiery, encouraged by the pradtice of their offi- 
44 cers, were become loofe and unfeeling as tjhe moft licen- 
44 tious freebooters * 

** It is not poffible to afeertain theexafl; fum, but we'^e- 
lieve about 18 lacks 6f pagodas (8oo,oool.) together witn a 
quantity of jewels, were found at Hydernagur. A moiety 
of this treafvire wis undoubtedly the property of the captors; 
and the army were, no doubt, much diifatisfied at being dd; 
privedof their right, yet this difeontent never retarded the* 
public fervice. Owing to the embarraffed lituation of the 
Company’s affairs, a great part of the army were eighteen 
months in arrears; and at that time even their current month¬ 
ly fubilftence was'not paid them, yet they readily underwent 
every fatigue,and yielded at all times implicit obedience to the 
Commander in Chief: the rapid fuccefs of the troops fully 
evinces that order and difeipline were not at an end. Colonels 
Macleod and Humberftone were the Only gentlemen among 
xhk principal people in the army who quitted ^Hydernagur, 
and returned to Bombay. It is very evident the credit which 
the Seleft Committee of Bombay gave to General Mathews's 
charges again it the army, by appointing Colonel Macleod 
(the officer who had complained again ft him) to iuperfede 
'him irt the command. The editor’s information refpetSling 
the private plunder feizedfby the army is totally groundlefs. 
The ftriflelt orders were iffued, prohibiting private plunder, 
and we know of no inllance of their being difobeyed; we will 
,,Hot pretend*to aflert that the army was totally immaculate, 
y tor can it befaid there ever was an army, even in Europe, or 
in any ot^er quarter of the globe, wholly blamelefs: Some 
few irregularities and extravagancies might have been coin- 
, totted by individcHk’ among the foldiex|^ but fo far from 
|«ving been encouraged in the pra&ice^oF them by theirof- 
fie&rv we folemnly declare we difeountenarfeed every thing 
$f tile kind which came to our knowledge. 

i Page 



^age 97- ** Hyijknagfcr, tSenearal Mathews Tent 
/ «< out venous detachments fa# Efforts in the inland coati- 
and upon tf*ecoaff$of the former the principal was 
<fc Annanpqur* The* etfpeditidri againft this place wait com- 
“ manded by Major CfUnpWU" When i praQic^ble breach 
«* was tffe&ed, orders Were iffued for a ftorro, and no quar- 
f <6 ter. They were teceived .^rith alacrity, and put in exe- 
, * c cut ion without delay. Every man in the place was put 
“ Jo thelwoici, except one horfemstfi, who made his efcape, 
*‘ ^fter being wounded in thiee different places. The women, 
u 'unwilling to be feparated from their relations, or expofed 
“ to the brutal licentioufnefs of the foldiery, threw them* 
u f< Ives in multitude* into the moats with which the fort 
“ was furrounded. Four hundred bedfltiful women, pierced 
“ with the bayonet, and expiring in one another’s arms, 
“ weiein tins fituation treated by the JBritilh with every 
kind of outrage.—For this conduct, the troops, however, 
f we are told, afterwards received a reprimand/* 

“ Thu extra& is«taken from a letter, faid to be written by 
JT’ifign John Charles Sheen, and affixed to Captain Oakes’s 
Narrative. Mr. fcdieen, lince the publication of it, having 
£ been addrefltd by tbit gentleman on the fubje<Jt, replied in 
. thefe winds, u The bullttefs of Annanpour is greatly-exag- 
" geiatetl, ami contrary to what 1 wrote home, together 
“ with the whole of the Appendix* As I never commented 
“ upon it mvfelf, it is impoflihle that I can be accountable 


u foi what the printer chofe to publifh,* without my know- 
u ledg«* or conlent.”—The crcumftances attending the fiege 
of Anmnpoui are as follows : 

w After the reduction of Hyd rn*i£ur, Capt. M c Culloch 
having receded an anlwer hoin Hyat Sub to the Killahdaur 
of Annanpour, to deliver up the foi t to him, marched thither 
m comm in 1 of the 15th battalion of fepoys, and on his arri¬ 
val lent n a fligbf tiuce, with a Jemmkdaur and two of 
HyatSaih’s Hncarrahs, and demanded thefurrender of the 
pl^ce. This flag was violated by the detention of the people, 
andnoaniwex was given. A fecond flag, with a Soubadar 
and two Havildars, was fent in,, to know the reafon of that 
violation, demanding the leleafe of the officer, and an apfwer 
to the fummons firft fent them. This flag was likewife de¬ 
tained, and no reply fent. An old woman belonging to the 
place was fhortly after charged with a letter to the Killahdaur 
of the fort, to demand the return of the flags of truce, re- 
♦raonftratmg againflt the proceedings of the gairifon, and 
threatening them with the confcqi*M?es of the violation* 
She brought backji written anfwer in the Canary language, 
which contained a defiance., All the officers sum men wno 
1 Vol. XXVJII. 3 Y accom* 




accompanied the flag* of trace wsere firipjpft) of their cfothes, 
in irons as prisoners to Simpga (a^fort forty-4^ 
miles diffynt.) Information of$befecjrffcriiftance$ being font 
f to the General, a reinforcement waS’fcrdetfed to march, con- 
fifting of His Majefty’s 4ad and iQpth regiments, part ol the 
98th regiment, and the ad grenadier battalion of fepoys, with 
Lome guns, to make a regular attack upon the place. A 
breach was foon effe&ed ; the 42d regiment ar rHa? grenadier 
battalion ftormed; the tooth legiment, arfid 15th battairan, 
were potted to cut off the tetreat; and the 98th regifhept 
guarded the encampment. Major Campbell, 111 compliance 
with the orders he received from the Commander m Chief, 
gave particular andmppeated directions to take none pi doners 
who boie arms, ao<! perfonally reprimanded fome o£ the of¬ 
ficers for not feeing thofe orders rigidly executed. O11 this 
occafion, between tvfo and three hundred of the enemy were 
killed and wounded j the latter weic taken the grearettcare of 
in ourown hofpitak; and when cuied, were exchanged for our 
; officers and men who had been tieacheroufly taken with the 
flags of trpee. The ftory of the four bundled v omen is As 
fallfe as it is infamous, *»nd worthy only the fabneator.- y 
Thyre was but one woman unfortunately killed, and another' 
Wftuftdetl, and thefc casualties happened by mere accident.— 
Two children were hkewde accidentally wounded in the con- 
fufion of the ftorm. 

1 he feverity tjjis ganifon was mated with, was entirely 
owing to their having been guilty of a breach of the law ot 
nations and of tlieiulesof war, which every Power through- 
ought Hindottan have a thorough knowledge of. 

“ There ate a variety of other mifieprefentations offered 
to the Public, through the fame channel; but we fhall not 
take the trouble, or do we think it worth oih while, to enter 
into a refutation of every particular one* Our picfent aim 
is to convince the world, that during our refidcncc in this 
dtftaqt clime, vft have not forfeited every title to the feelmgs 
ofhumanity. 

u We were ordered iilto the Canara country to diaw Tip- 
poo Saib from the Carnatic, wheie he had been ravaging 
•with unrelenting barbarity from the commencement of the 
war, reducing large and populous cities and villages to allies, 

' plundering the inhabitants, deftroying the appearance of 
► agriculture, and, to fill up the meafure of his cruelty, driv¬ 
ing tfye unfortunate watches to diftantand uncultivated parts 
f « bis own empW^tliere to toil under the heavy hand of 
potyer oppreflion. Let his advocat^among our coun- 
i Sxfmm pontemplate this pidlure, and comp^e it with that 
We have impartially drawn of our condudi againft lfis domi¬ 
nions, 



so 


• f| TT»Tjw-irrr ■^'T'ju n > Q ■'^ ,T ^fTT’7^’ 

we endured were- ^joft 4od merged.” ‘ 

“ w* b^g it may bei^membiew^ tb« retaliation was not 
tlx pbjcdk ofGc ner^l Mathews’? capapaign; thofb Wht^ferved 
under him a&ed like men 4 h<$ while they were doing their 
duty, forgot not the calls of $fm»?nity, bat’ lamented that 
the horrors of 'war ftiould haVe involved the innocent with 


’ the guilty. The foldier muft pay implicit obedience to the 
voice that commands him, however tlie feelings of the man 
may be afleftad. 

** \yhen oppofition ceased we gladly embraced the favour- 
aide moment, and were happy at all times, confident with 
the good of tilt fervjce and our own fafcty, to Ihew corapaf- 
fion to the vanquifhcd. 

*• It lias, in fome degree, anfwered t^e purpofe of a fadlion, 
to miflead the minds of the Public, tyy the grrfTed danders 
on the lei vants of the Company. The editors of thp New 
Annual Remitter have, with much pomp and parade of lan¬ 
guage, introduced the little hiftory of the conqueft {if £a* 
n.ira, with tveiy ti«i£t of warm and prejudiced minds, oar- 
ru (1 away by the tide of popular opinion, and have dudfoufly 
lought for, eagerly caught, and highly embellifhed every 
* little incident to cad indelible infamy and difgrace upon us ; 
but we trud we have defeited their intentions by a plain nar¬ 
rative of fadfo, which we pledge our honours to the truth of; 
and hope wc have, by this means, erafed the unfavourable 
imprelhons out countrymen mud have received. 


JOHN SAM. TORRIAN 0 , Major, 
Bombay, ‘ t 

i$th Feb. 1787. i 


Captains. 
James Pafiton, 

J. C. Saitorius, • 
Daniel Carpenter, 
John Lampard, 

C. H. Wittm.m, 

F. W. Beilis, 

John Wifeman, 
Henry Oakes, 

G. W. Mignon, 
William Home, 

. ohn Mac Donald, 
ofeph Bland, 

Jacob Thompfon, * 
w ' 


W, H. Blachford. 


Lieutenants. 
James Paterfon, 
William Williamfoh, 
Thomas Fyfe, 
FAncis Cheeks, 
Janies Rattiay, 

John James, 

Richard Coofc$ 
Richard Seal% 

John Hull, - • 
Thomas Grumnfbnt, 
Jam^jjfcrd, 


3Y a 


Samuel 



hompfciJ, * 
Saunaei WilfoB, 

Rictafl) Bolden, 
CseCirSutton, 

Richard Doolan, 
Thomas Hooke; 

Jsreray Ward. 

VrafitUontr Engineers. 
Valentino Munbee, 
George Goddard. 


»Wllliatn Salt, » 

Archibald Spots, 

John Skelton, 

William Morris, 
Chailes Lonfdale, 

E* Birch Gillmer, 

F, W. foreman, 

James Gilkie, 
a O ivitl Price, 

I ancelot Rdul, 

]ohn Allagar, 

Robei t Gordon, 
Matthew Brattnn, 
Conftantme O’Donncl, 
John Charles Sheen. 


Lieutenant Ftt eworkers* Robei t Gordon, 

Thotnas Walton, Matthew Brattnn, 

Alexander Tornano^ Conftantme O’Donncl, 

John Griffith. ' John Charles Sheen. 

€C (Ordered, That the Secretary tranfmit a £opy of their 
letter, with the original vindication, to the hoftoura le the 
Court of Dire&ors, by the Rockingham** 

When the order of the day for the report of the Mumy 
Bill to be received, had been rend, as w< 11 as tlit tliuie lub-, 
je&ing officers to military law, 

Col* Fitz* Cofoftsl Fitzpatrick , rifing to mo\e nn ammdment on the 
jjAtrick* claufe, tefpefling a point which had not before been agitated 
m that Parliament, obfeived, that he did not mean to wafle 
the time of the Houfe on the nature of the mutiny hill, fime 
every gentleman ufiio hear 1 him, knew that it wis alvnvs 
confidered as a deviation from the conftitution of the coun¬ 
try, and a neceffary evil; on that pnnciplt, therefore, it 
mail he agreed, that they ought not, in pafling it, to (uffei 
it to depait one iota beyond the neceflity tint calltd lor it, 
with regard to fubje&mg perform to military 1 nv„ l Ic con¬ 
ceived tbit it was as clear, thatevew offifei extrnfing mili¬ 
tary funftions ought to be fubjeft to the mutiny hill, as that 
no one, except fuch as did exeicife military functions (hould 
bo fo ftd>je£fc. Havmg thus opened his objefl generally, the 
Colonel proceeded to fla#e his aigument refpe&tmg brevet 
Corttniffioned officers, to the fame effect that he had ft^ed it 
brought it under difouffion in a former Pnltament. The 
Colonel having contended, that no officers hut fuch as weic 
muftered, redj^vod pay, or were called into fervice by autho¬ 
rity# ought to1>e made fubjeft to martial law, moved, as an 
r amendment* to h) 4 ve oot the Words « commiffiqncd and,* in 
order to jnake rdow for woida more fmtable to Ins view ot 
the <tabje&, * 

fwtiary * The Secretary at fiVm thought it fufficient merely to reflate 
fewar. augments againil the amendment, which had been 

urget 


jknew of-no diflinfitiow In iw&miflsons, and therefore, as jhe ^ 
comnutfion always governed the cafe, and no other ctrcucn- 
ftatfce, he woujd not trouWe the Houfe any farther than to 
give the propofed amendment his negative. 

Sir Charles Gauld faid* that at> to brevet commiflions, it Sir Chari* 

• was quite a novelty u> tei m*, though what the right hpnoiu* Gould, 
able gentleman had remarked was by no means a novel argu¬ 
ment. In dilcufling the matter, Sir Charles referred to the 
cafe of Lord George S«ickvillc, General Rois, and others, # 
and mentioned how the mutiny *£t haJ flood during Queen 


Anm's wan». 

Mr. Adam, who had been coonfel for Genera* Rofs, flated Mr. 
the particular ci i cum fiances whit h attended his court martial, Ad*m- 
from whence he deduced an mferendfe, that the opinionot 
Colonel Fit7patuch muft have be<n the opinion of mdiniy 
men when General Rofs was brought to a court martial He 
theiefoie contended that his right honouiable fnend’s amend¬ 
ment ought to puls. u 

On the queftion Being put, the Houfe divided; 

f Ayes, 70; Noes, 24. 

V hen the IToufe had proceeded to the part of the bill re¬ 
lative to billeting foldiers in W eftminfter, Mr. Foxrofeto 
move the amendment, the objejft of which wns to relieve fuch 
livery {tablemen as did not keep public houfes, or fill either 
a*e, wine, or (pints, fiom the burden and inconvenience of 
having loldi rs billete 1 on them. Having mo\f<l it in form, 

1 he *tnetflry at IVar begged leave tb call to the iccollec- Sccrcuiy 
t on oi the lloufe, that whtn the right honourable gentleman a£ W*** 
hid Mud hs fuggtfhon, he declared that it was the fir A 
woid he had heard upon the fubjeft, and that he would en- 
qunc how far the mctmv^mence th*n alledged, refpeflmg 
winch hejiad IrnnMf received no complaints whatever, was 
iKCfffary 01 fit to b-» removed in the manner t}$ right ho¬ 
nourable gentlem m had propofed. He had expe&ed, that 
fince th it day, he ihould have heaid tomt thing from the right 
honouiablc gentleman, or from the parties on whpfe behalf 
tbe n uters had been firfl. mentioned, hut no {uch ciiCuib- 
fiance had happened, for Impart, he had been enquiring 
ever fince, and could get no new » about it. He believed that 
there wert about 2400 public hpufes m Weflminfler, and 
very few livery ftahles cempaiatively; that between 
both, not more than 2500 foldiers were biBRed. and confer 
.(juently not above fifty or fixty on the livery ftable keepers, 
a he words of the as they now fto#d, hd declared, were 
as old as King \ 5 filljam\ tune; he bed examined into the mu¬ 
tiny a (Sis, and he found tbe words inleitedl lo early as* the fe- 
cond year of that reign. Sa George having iefcrpd to a cafe % 
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that th« Uv«ry-ftable rti&» werte liable texplptned tfye 
Haodeof ififtiibuting bilfet$ now ih prance, ami contended 
that tfujpuM>cai>s bad infinitely ajgreatcv number in propoi- 
tiontfym the livery liable keepe/s $ and that if the propokd 
alteration wne adopted, fti« 4?gieAter ntntibei mull fall upon 
the publicans. U* added, that livery-liable men did not 
pay anv thing like in ptopoitvbn to the publicans, and thence* 
ft wa evident the h\eiy-ftahle men Were bettet able to be ir 
tfurtr Aiaie o i ihebwtdenjand th it tore it would, be f bought, 
he very baid to take the load, light us it lay, ofl the JhouMers 
of one delcuption, and impofi it altogether on the fhcu I b rs 
<rf Wolfitt. He faid, it would a!<o piovelublu to tins i »ul», 
a Ineiy liable keeper, who bad fold heir and ipirit , \c 
might Itt one of hisfervmts bold his tap toi him, and pre¬ 
tend be fold no beer or ip.nu; and this pnflicc my lit be¬ 


come general. 

Jfo Fox* Mr. To r obfefved, tlut he b id underfloml the right ho* 
rtcrtuable gentleman, at the tune, to agn e with him, th t 
there was teafon m what, he had fluted "in behalf at Inch of 


hit confidents as were live*v-il d>le keepus cnl\, when be 
Iiad inti millet d the topic while the Houfi w u. in a Coin in nee 
upon the hill# Poflihly, it might aula from bis own mile n- 
eejftion the right honouiuhl? gentleman’s meaning ; but it 
vat particularly unfortunate for bun, and for i-lul who jp- 
yeated with reufon, to think themlelves aggrieved, tint In* 
hid formfuipleiflood the light honourable gtntluTj.»n, l>er&u( 
it whs oSvtqg to that* very circumflance th it he had not iy\t n 
hmi f tlf iffy farther froublt; but having concern d that the 
uSirt^i wja agreed on, had couttiued lumfdf with telling bis 
eoivfthu^nts that tluy might be fure of obtaining rji 1, an<l 
llttt tWefore that^hey had fetter rtft * oritented, an* 1 net 
mta farther proof of the faff, as it was, in lustrum 1 , 
always ityre prudent to avoid difcufiion, when an eluent 
could bd attaintd Without it. The right 'Honourable gentle¬ 
man, if he elude, m lather whether he ehofe it oi not, might 
jreftaffured, fliouRhaff as much mfoimition as he cm Id 
ffejii* upon the ftibjeft, between that day and the 1 lit llagc 
df the hill, to whxh he C' T r Fox) mnft now be contented 
im 4 reft. With ug 4 id to me facSl itfeif, he bad on a fotener 
$ay dated, that until the tail tep*yt<«is, when a dtcifion Was 
Iad upon a c"^fufctD»lttcdt 0 <be Jufhces of Peace, tbofe who 
0 ‘tyure purely Iwfery^abte keepers, and did not kll either fpt- 
w 'ale, 0£ wine. ha^mn berfn deemed to coujl within the 
. Dotting 6f the farjhumeiit j and that he hd4 alfo Hated, 
that foiong as tfmtVyears ago, when the matter hid come 
inro coitteH, the opipions of Mr# Piatt, n<5w Loid Camden, 
and of Mg# Esatis, two Counfel ofgttat weight and uutho- 
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fity, had hern obtained, and t&ev had ‘clearly decided that 
hvciy-ftahle keepers weie not Wrnin the meaning ol t^ea<& 
It fPood to reafon that they fhould hot come within it* rae^i, 
mg, fence he had himfelf l§en a billet, the \ery woiUof 
which were, M Whereas you kre licenled to tell fpnit«>oi,* fi 
• quou.” The ifcifon wliy liable her jers tfrho did not K'! <,»- 
rituous liquor* had been dee ned lubh, he venly btliei ed t'» 
tight honourable gentleman had jffignul <n tlie cjurle of in* 
fpeech : and this was bccjuic one kupci of flalil *, v whf»ha4 
d^tlt m fpintuous liquors had pretended that his tervam 
kt pt the t ip, and that theiefore he wa£ no pubheap; but was 
thit any ual< w whatever for bilk ting (oldreis upon allhomfl 
\.\uymen* If a hvtiy-ftable keeper, <y any other man, an- 
deuxa f*lfe pieteiue, committed a tiaiu^ to evade com pi v mg 
v ito wU it the 1 iw iequites 9 furely the law was equal to lu« 
pumfliment^ and it was neither neceffary nor juft* on that 
account, to deprive other of 1 ap exemption to which tliey 
wtu by the exprds words of an n£t ot Parliament entitled 
\\ iih ugard to the*aigument that publicans paid mote to die 
nvtnue than hv^iy liable keepeis, and thereto^ the latter 
we»e more able to bear the but den of having fcjdteis billeted 
on them, it was ablurd and ridiculous Mertilers of that 
UquIs and gentlemen of other dwtcriptionc* wtre fhbre aWe 
to l>^ it futh burdens than cirhei publ cans of Weftminiieroc 
1 very liable Uc ers, and if loldkfs were to be billeted <m 
thtm, they would do exi6Hy as hveiy liable keepers—ply 
the loldiets fo billeted thtm, money for t d^ing cice 
rhtmfehcs ellewhere ; hut did it follow, b caulc they w-eto 
inou abk to bear the burden than others, thy: thnefore they 
were tomcat it, when the law expi*fTy tnafled o^twife? 
bunnrhe ni*ht honourable Aiihlen p?utnlify tx> 

the piiblumn* of Weftmmiler, IV|r I ox laid, if Pnhament 
We r t about to I p Jiflolvcd* ho lb )uld hive bee i ted to hmfW 
that the right hohoumble gentleman m^ant'to {land fotward 
as # a competitor with him, M r . box contended wurhf declar¬ 
ing, that he (hould fend to as many of his conft&iufnts, who 
wt re li very-ftable keepers, hr conveniently copW, and (Ute 
to them what had palled, tn orl r to pt*ov$, that though hft 
might have millaken the light honourable gentleman, and ae 
fard he did not wifh to bold any gefitlem m to his words, 
when hedcclircd lie rneaojt differently, tUort ||had not been 
unmindful ot their inreref $, and if he was tlw fo uiftruAed, 
l>e would, m another ftage of the bill} bringibrty^i mo¬ 
tion in a different fliape, and accpmpaf it with a reqmfite 
degree of mfornption and teftimoniuL 

On the qi^eftion being put, Mr- To^s Amendment wa*ne¬ 
gatived. ^ 

• 1 he Houfe adjourned# 
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' ' . , - Fridfyi'ttthMarch'.' : 

* The order of the day for refuming the adjourned «Com- 
tntttee on the ettrn hill, living been moved and read, Mr. 
Bramfton took his feat at the .table, and informed the Com* 
cnittee that they had left off in the middle of the 21ft page 
of the printed bdl. 

Mr. Ryder propofed to omit the consideration of the 
i&hle-of prizes, and the annexed ebufe immediately lelative 
to it, on the ground that he had not quite made up his mind 
as to the table of prices. 

Mr. Hufley particularly mentioned the granary clause, as 
immediately relating to the table of prices, fubmitted it to 
the -right honourafee gentleman, whether it would not he 
advifeable to fufpend the confideration of the remaining 
claufes of the bill altogether, as moil of theuj had relation 
more or lefs to the table of prices, and not proceed further 
till the right honourable gentleman was perfectly prepared 
the fobje6t. ‘ 

, This occ^fioned a converfation, in which Mr. Ryder was 
fupported by Mr. Steele, Mr. Charles Townfhend and other 
members, and Mr. Huffey’s fugged ion w^s fuftained and 
enforced by Mr. Harrifon, Mr. baker, Lotd Sheffield, See. 

On the queftion put, Mr. Ryder’s proportion was agreed 
to, and the.Committee proceeded todifeufs the other remain¬ 
ing claufes of the bill, every one of which occalioned a de~ 
foltbry debate. c 

Upon the cI3ufe for ereflinglfcvarehonres.for the reception 
Of foreign corn, to fupply the country in times of fcarcity, 
Lord Sheffield declared, die never role to oppofe’any claufe 
that had been in 1 ^ time offered to Parliament, with mure 
hearty good will, than hejlid to object to that now before tlu* 
Committee. He (aid, evfcry man in the lead acquainted 
with this iflaod, is informed that the weltern and north- 
weftern parts, are full oi ’inhabitants and manufactures, and 
that in proportion, to the inhabitants, thofe parts raifeKttle 
or no great quantity bf corn; but that the fouthern and 
eaftern parts of the kingdom are not fo well inhabited, and 
raife large quantities. If has been the policy of this country 
to prevent exportation of corn from the fouthern and eaftern 
pairts, exceptfwhen the price was moderate; and the weftern 
" arid north-weftern parts were the great markets of thofe 
counties t^at grew large quantities of corn. Under, this 
jfyftem, the country and the corn trade had flouriflied a great 
nunaber of years. • & 

In the yerir 1773, lt was fuppofed to be rieceflary to alter 
the corn laws, and while a bill was .before* Parliament, a 
ebufe to the fame purpofe, but not qtrite fo objectionable as 
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the prefent, was introduced. It was fuggefted by an Ame¬ 
rican com merchant to the perfon who had the principal ma¬ 
nagement of the hill, whofe great wilh and objedt was to be¬ 
come agent for an American province; and fo entirely was 
their attention pointed to the ifttereft of the American pro¬ 
vinces alone, that them intention and wifh was to warehoufe 
‘'only American corn, and to exclude Irifh; >ut that could 
not he managed. He faid, it was unpleafant to refleft on the 
conduct of xhs landed intereft, and that they fliould tamely 
receive fuck a law from men fo inrerefted; and nothing is more 
^^flfious than to contrail the alacrity of the manufacturer 
with the fupinenefs of the lauded intereft;—not a feflion 
. palTes without fome law being obtained, with a view to the 
Xnterelt of commeice againft the intereft; of landed property. 
HWid not blame the commercial intereft, becaufe they fome- 
timcs think their intereft independent and feparate from the 
landed, in which alone he did not agree with them, but he 
believed it is the only point in which he fhould not; and he 
flattered himfelf it w*u well known how zealous a friend he was 
to the manufactures and commerce of the country. The 
com laws he confidered as entirely intended for the encou¬ 
ragement of tillage, and he wiflied to draw the attention of 
the landed men to that point. 

The mifcliiefof warehouiing foreigneorn at all limes, in 
ahnoft all the ports of the kingdom, fhould be obvious to 
every man. Every country in the world may warehoufe 
tlieh corn in our ports, in readinefs t^ he poured into the 


country the moment the 
fraudulent pra&ices in the 


>rts are opened, either through 
Jiftri&s, or through the want of 
perhaps jjot the 500th part of our confumption. When 
once open, the port is to continue open for three months. 
^/i>y means of nur canals, the country may immediately be 
glutted w 4 rh foreign corn, before the counties which pro¬ 
duce corn caii fend it coallwife to the ports which are thus 
opened, and the farmer muft fell his wheat at 43s. per quar*- 
ter; to enable it to meet foreign wheat in our ports, as all the 
expences of carrying coaftwrfe will, in general, amount to at 
leaf! 5«. per quarter. 

It is hardly neceflary to point out how ruinous fuch a fyf- 
tem mull be to tillage, and that the fanner will certainly 
turn his ploughed land into pafture, if the home market is to 
be foreftalled by magazines of corn from chfeap countries, 
raifed, perhaps, at half the expence at which it can be railed 
in this country. Every thing proceeding^oq^ pafture was 
allowed to obtain its full value, while*fje price qf corn is li¬ 
mited, by the importation at low prices, to that it was 100 
years ago. pependance on foreign countries for fubfiftence, 
and frequent dearths, if not famines, and alfo depopulation, 
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would be the certain Conferences of a dereliction of tillage? 
and in many counties, now well inhabited, would be feen 
only a few herdfmen and Ihepherds. * 

He added, that magazines, at the public expence, for fo¬ 
reign corn, were perfedlyunneceflary in any view, especially 

Ireland was now capable of Supplying the uttnoft quantity 
that had been imported into this country in one year. He 
obferved, a fcneity, much lefe a famine, does not happen on 
a fudden, and that the magazines of the great cities of Hol¬ 
land were near at hand, and that we had never wanted*\yiy 
nearer. He therefore moved, fiC That all that part of the bill 
w relating to warehoufmg foreign coin, lhould be omitted.” 
The Committee divided, / 

Afes - 62 

Noes —- 62 

The Chairman thereupon gave up his calling vote for the 
noes, and the claufe was of courfe thrown out of the bill. 

When the preceding claufe had, on a motion of Lord Shef¬ 
field, been thus reje&ed by the Committee, and Mr. Pitt, 
on the departure of feveral of thole who voted againft the 
claufe, told the Committee, that all the dependant clauies 
lhould remain in the bill (notwithftanding it was agreed that 
they wfcre abfolute nonfenfe without the claufe that had been 
teje£led) becAufe the claufe fhould be re do red on the report, 
Lord Sheffield gav° notice that as whatever was urged againft 
any part of the bill did not obtain the lead attention, he 
lhould move at a proper time for a call of the Houfe. 

The claufe was oppofed by JWr. Duncombe, Mr. Powys, 
Mr. Harrifon, and feveral other gentlemen, as injurious to 
thfe agriculture of the country, highly detrimental to the 
landed intereft, likely to raife inftead of lowering the priite 
of corn, and to render this country dependant#upon Others' 
for a fupply. 

Other gentlemen contended for the claufe as likely to pro¬ 
mote agriculture, by rendering the price of grain lefs variable; 
and accounted for the encreafe of the importation of wheat, 
by the encreafe of population and luxury. 

Aldermen Curtis and Watfon, Mr. Serjeant Watfon, Mr. 

. Thompfon, Sir John Woodhoufe, Mr. Pitt, Mr. Taylor, 
Mr. Dundas, Colonel Macteod, Sir Archibald Campbell, 
Sir John Sintlair, the right honourable Dudley Ryder, Mr. 
St&le, and a great many other gentlemen fpoke in the courfe 
of this parts of ^he difeuffion. 

A divifioii however took place, ’ 

Ayes* - 55 

Noes — 67 


Mtmday 






Mandajfi 14th March* 


Mr Tudway, from the Select Committee who were ap¬ 
pointed to try and determine the merits of the petition of the 
freeholders of the county of Stirling, thereunto fubfcribing; 
and alfo, the petition of Sir Alexander Campbell, of Ardkin- 
lafs, Barorier, feverally complaining of an undue ele&ion 
*and return for the faid county, informed the Houfe, that 
the faid Seleft Committee have determined. 

That Sir Thomas Dundas, Bronet, is duly ele&ed aCom- 
miffioner to ferve in this piefcnt Parliament for the fhire of 
lirfrllng; 

And alfo, that the faid SeJedi Committe have determined, 
^ Tiiat the petition of the laid Sir Alexander Campbell, of 
Ifl^dkinlafs, Baronet, did not appear tqfthe faid Seledi Com- 
milPte, to be frivolous or vexatious. 

No material debate occurred. * 

% 



Tuefday ifcth March . 


The order of the day being read, for the fecond reading of 
the bill for applying tc the public fervice the fum of 500,000!* 
out of the halance remaining in the Bank of England from 
fums ifTued tor the payment of dividends, oh account of the 
national debt, and for fecuring the punftual payment of any 
arrears of dividends, whenever the fame fliall he demanded; 

A petition of the Governor and Company of the Bank t>f 
England was prefented to the Houfe (by Mr. Thornton) and 
lead; taking notice of the faid bill; anti fetting forth, that, 
in the faid bill, after reciting that, in purfuance of fundry 
adls of Parliament, certain annuities and dividends are re-* 
gulaidy^lftied at the receipt of His Majcfty’s Exchequer, at 
the 1endjof each quarter of the year, to the cafhier of the Go- 
veja^r and Company of the Bank of England, by way-of 
impreft, and on account, for payment thereof to the refpec- 
tive creditors of tfie public, and that, by reafon of the de¬ 
lays which take place before fome of the faid dividends are 
demanded by the refpedive proprietors thereof, a large ha¬ 
lance has been gradually accumulating in the Bank of Eng¬ 
land, which balance amounted, on the 8th day of January 
1791, to the fum of 702,995b is. 3d. and that a balance to 
a lmaller amount would be fufEcient to fecure the punctual 
payment of all arrears of fuch annuities or dividends at the 
Bank of England, as the fame fliall be claimed, and that it 
is juft and reafonahle that fuch portion thereof as is at prefent 
ufelefs to the public and to tlfe proprjifBTSj ftouId be ap¬ 
plied to public purpofes, it is propefed to be cnadted, that 
the Governor and Company of the Bank of England fliall, 
out of any ironies which fliall have been Blued at the receipt 
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of* the Exchequer for the payment of any annuities or divi¬ 
dends, payable at the Bank of England by virtue of any A fib 
or Afls of Parliament, ami which fliall have become due pre- # 
vious to the 5th day of January, 1791, pay, or caufe to be 
paid, into the receipt of His Majclly’s Exchequer, the fum 
of 500,0001. and that the petitioners beg leave to repiefent, 
that the money, which is thus propofid to be taken from 
them, is private property, of which they are in polleflion on 
account, and for the benefit of thofe to whom the fame be¬ 
longs, and the petitioners aie appreheniive, that, if they 
were to be filent during the prog refs through Pailiamenl'tyf 
a bill which appears to them of lb novel and extraoidinary a 
nature, and fo repugnant to the rights of thofe with whofe 
property the petitioners are entrailed, and to whofe intereft?{ 
without being negligent, they cannot be indifferent,*^^ 
might be deemed to acquiefce in the propriety and jufrice of 
it; and as the petitioners conceived that any iiep to be taken 
by them for the purpofe of a&mbling the numerous peifons 
ill every clafs and Condition of life whq are interefted in the 
public funds, and coliefling their (entimuits, might be pro-: 
duflive of great alarm, and perhaps occaiion public diliur- 
bances, the petitioners have been induced to aceju’t them- 
felves of their duty, in the difclurge of a great and impor¬ 
tant truft, by preferring a plain and faithful ieprefutation 
to this Houfe of the fetious confequences to the’public credi¬ 
tors with which the petitioners are fearful this meafure is 
pregnant. The A<?s of Parliament granting to the contri¬ 
butors to the public loans the annuities which are the confi- 
deration paid by the public for the money obtained from fuch 
contributors for the public fcrvice, and ccnfiituyjig all the 
Government funds payable at the Bank, and the c^uiki^cs 
of a folemn and hitherto inviolable contiafl between tlu$ 
public and the public creditors, and uniformly tfontaiiiy^fbr ' 
the benefit ami convenience of the latter, a imputation, on 
the part cf the public, to the following effofl: That, for 
the more eafy and fure payment of all the annuities, the Go¬ 
vernor and Company of the Bank of England fliall, until all 
the faid annuities fhall be redeemed, appoint one or more <uf- 
ficent perfon or perfons to be their chief chnfliier or calhiers, 
and one other fufficient perfon to be their.accountant-general, 
and that fo much of the monies by this afl appropriated for 
this purpofe, as fhall be fufficient, from time to time, to 
anfwer the faid annuities, fliall, by older of the Com in if* 
fupners of tWe^S^qafury, without any further of other war¬ 
rant to be fued form jhat behalf, from time to time, and at 
the refpeflive days of payment in this afl appointed for pay¬ 
ment thereof, he iffued and paid, at the faid receipt of th* 
Exchequer, t6 the faid firfl cafhier of the Bank, by way of 
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irnpreft, ami upon account, fertile payment of the faid an¬ 
nuities, andf that fuch cafhier lhall, without delay, pay the 
fame accordingly! and render his account® thereof according 
to fhe due courfe of the Exchequer; and, by a fubfequent 
claufe it is enafted, th.it the Bank: fliall be continued a Cor¬ 
poration for the purpofes of the faid a6ts, until all the annul- 
■ ties fhall be redeemed, notwithilanding the redemption of 
all or any of their own funds: By the afls of Parliament 
from which what precedes has Iren extracted, and which 
, affuretothe public creditors their refpe6tive annuities in rfc- 
Mtfhi for the money contributed by them to the public fervice, 
not in obedience to a law, but upon the faith of a publiccom- 
i pact, the LegHlature, one of the parties to a contradl of bor¬ 
rowing and lending, has expiefsly ^ipulated with thofe 
W&afe money the public have had tlfb benefit of, that, for 
theirVnore eafy and fure payment, the full fum of their an¬ 
nuities, at the periods when thry become due, fliall be iffued 
to the Bank, for the ule, benefit, and convenience, of thofe 
intitled to them, until all the annuities fhall be redeemed, 
and befides, that tliis mode of payment is part of the ori¬ 
ginal ftipulation of the public, and is incorporated into the 
body of the contract between the public and the public cre¬ 
ditors; it has alfo in its favour the preferiptive fanflion of 
long ufage, and the confirmed habits of all whef have in- 
veiled their money in that great mats of property conftituting 
the public funds. The money in the Bank, and out of 
which the fum in queition, forming a long portion of it, is 
to he taken, is the balance of the quarterly iflues made by 
the Exchequer to the Bank for the payment of the dividends 
contrailed ,hy Parliament to be paid, and which the pro- 
Q/i&tufrTuifer to remain in the Bank till jt fuits their con- 
yenierfee to receive them, and not from the amount of un- 
>jsm dividends of any confiderable Handing which may have 
. been fofgotten by the owner, or may be unknown to him. 
flhat fuch is the fa 61 , clearly appears from the account 
wjiich lias been prefen ted to the Houfe of arrears of all divi¬ 
dends iffued by Government to the Bank of England for pay¬ 
ment of the public creditors, from the original eflablifhment 
of the Bank to the 311*1 December 1787, and which remained 
unpaid on the 31ft December *790, of which arrears, in all 
the’different Public Funds, the total is, 1*127,457 3 4 

And if to thisbeaddedthearrears of prizes 1 * ✓ « 
due oh lotteries for the fame period, J ^ 9 3 
And arrears due on various mifcel]aneou f <L] 

articles for the fame period, * T \ 9 ^ ' 

The total of that aggregate ar rear W thefe 1 190,264 10 .1 
variouj fubje&s would be, / 

Hence it is evinced that the 1 500,000 propofed to be taken is 
. not 
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not money which lies in thdBotnk to jray dividends unclaimed, 
for any cpnfiderable time, add long in arrear. \ dividends, 
lottery prizes, and other articles, not demanded tor thethort 
fpace nf thieo yeai*, fhould he confidered ds old and jm- 
claimed, and fliould therefoie be taken back, as being with* 
our an owner (an attempt tint would lurely offend tli* realon 
and juftice of mankind) even then all tnat could be taken 
would be I.190,.464 ios. id. To tlu pielent moment, the 
contiadt between the pubic anl th*. pubhc creditors, has 
been unmpaued, and the public faith prelerved m lolitc; 
no alteration, of the Uighteft kind, his ever hetn m ule m tjjs 
contra#, blit with the content of thole wh dt propei ly might 
be offered by fuch alteration, and the mon°y to pij the in- 
unities has mvarpbly been lflued, with pumfluilitv, to the 
extent of the public e&jag v ments for the full payment of 'he' 
public creditor 1 *. But by tlie hill now proposed, out c^Tne 
money actually lifted to the Bank, 111 purluinct ot public 
compa#, and in the performance of Inlimn engagements, 
entered into fot a tull md v luible conlid 1 tion, 1 500,000 
is propofed to be taken back from the Bi 1k into the Lxchc- 
quei, and to be diveitcd to other puip>h>, in which the 
ownets of that money which is to be t iken, h ive no concern 
bur what is common to them with every other f lhjedfc of the 
ffate. And the principle upon which tint meffuic is mtr j- 
duced to the Houle, and which lctms not to he c >ncc ilul in 
the Hill itfelf, is fuch as muff nituially excite the moil hli¬ 
ons apprehenfions: For the petitioners beg leave to obltive, 
that fo far from its being pretended, that this is momj ic- 
maimng in the pofleflion ot the Bank without an own< i, it is 
opiefsly admitted that it is not of tint defcription, noi can 
be tden upon that principle, ptihips the only oIk ,wlncli 
could juftify the feizu.c of money IcweJ and lifted pV 
thofe whole money rhe pub 1 c had lectivcd; but bicaufoth*\l; ' 
to whom it belongs, have fudged it to remun m*ljjc pnee' 
where they hive ftipul lftd it fliould be paid to them, a right 
is chime l to taken b*ck, and to ipply ir toothci purpoles, 
without tntermg into any new contract witli thcownus, and 
without then ccnfent; intffuSt, to lei/i upon it in the hinds 
of the agent* for fuch ow ners, merely beca ule thoi who alone 
have the juft and Invful dominion over it, choft to let it ie» 
mam in the pofft flioti ot luch age nt, and heraute the ufc of it 
nay beconvenitnt in the inteival to thofe who have the | ower 
to fwze it. The petitioners conceive it robe thru bounden 
duty, not oq^y to ihole Whofe money this i^, but to thofe 
•vhofe money tl^yTh^y be hereafter obliged to take, m order 
to replace what is now <0 be taken away, and alfo to the 
puhhc cieditors at large, whole property is in veiled in tiie 
funds, and may hereafter, in various ways, be materially af- 

ftfled 
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fe&ed by the application an4 extenfion of this precedent, to 
reprefem agamft a meafure which appears to them fo uojuft 
in ttfelf, andfo pernicious in its principle* This bill appears 
to the petitioners to ftrike direfll y at two principles regard 
as facred by the law and conftitution of their country—it ap¬ 
pears to them at once a violation of public faith, and an in¬ 
fringement of private right; for after Parliament has entered 
into a folemn contract, and has pledged the public, as m 
juftice it was bound to do, for the pun£lua! iffueof the an* 
jpuities due to the public creditors for their payment; to iffue 
■**500,0001. lefs upon a given day ftipulated by Parliament foe 
die iffue, would be a manifeft breach of contrail; and 1 t® 
i take back 500,000]- after it has bem iffued as now propofed* 
\yjnly a difference in form, but not Hi fubflance. In either 
cole\the contraft with the public creditor is equally broken, 
and a power to difpofe of their property is affumed, not war¬ 
ranted by any exiftmg law, nor juftified by any found prin¬ 
ciple. When the public who owe it have iffued the money 
in purfuance of the contract, the public has fulfilled that 
contract, and the power to apply the money to any other 
purpofe appears to the petitioners to ceafe, fubjedt only per¬ 
haps to revert back, and re-veft in the public, whenever a far 
and reasonable preiumption Ihould warrant th^ inference-, 
that luch money remains without an owner, when no perfan 
exifts who has any lawful dominion over it, or can complain 
of any poflible injury from the feizure of it;—But whilft .that 
money has a lawful owner, the powe! - to fei/e upon it, by 
w homfoever claimed, muft be repugnant to the lawful right 
ol the owner, and fubverfive of the principles by which pri¬ 
vate u&ijjcrty is fecured from invafion. The money may 
not h/s employed by the owners, hut the right of any other 
^fWer tp feize it can never be founded upon that circum- 
ftance. The mgney which is ufelefs to the owner may in¬ 
deed be ufeful to others ; but as little can that circumfiance 
found a right in another to take it from the owner; two 
rights fo adverfe to each other cannot exift confident with 
the rules of property, on its juft fecurity. A£ts of Parlia¬ 
ment for granting annuities in confuforation of money bor¬ 
rowed from individuals for the ufe of the public,, are, astlte 
petitioners conceive, rather compacts than laws : The public 
borrow; individuals lend; and all the obligations of juftice 
attach upon fuch contracts, and enforce as ftrift and faithful 
an obfervance of them as of any other oLjJjg^pnventions of 
men. 1 he owners of the money projfmed to be taken back 
are many in number, difperfed in Afferent parts of the world, 
and include^perfons under various legal disabilities, as well as 
thofe ot all'ftates and conditions in life: There muft alfohe 
i?aany perfons among them improvident, or negligent, wins. 



, 4 rfte^clmg the [ordinary means of accumnta!tihg r thteir fbr- 
tjEines, leave their money in the Hank of England, from eftab- 
R(bed : confidence in its fecurity, and long experience of &e 
facility with which, upon the firft application, the Money 
can f>e procured, except only where thole, who have had the 
power of difpofing of it, have, by their teftament, clogged that 
difpofuion with fuch limitations as impede the Ample and 
eafy mode of transfer in ufe at the Bank, On behalf of 
:all thefe vaiious deferiptions of perfons, the petitioners 
humbly reprefent, that none of the circumftances in which 
their property is involved at the Bank, and which rdh^. „ 
in l'ome inftances, create temporary cbflru£tions that 
retard, fometimes the transfer, of the annuity itfelf* 
and fometimes the Application for the dividend, can po/- 
libly afford any juft right to take their mowwjv— 
In no other cafe than the prefent, would, as the petitioners 
apprehend, a law affixing private property Be fuffered to 
proceed without the confent of the peiIons interefted : the 
only exception, of which the petitioners are informed, to a 
legiflative rule of fuch importance to the property of mankind, 
is the cafe of public works, beneficial to the nation; and 
even then the individual, wlu'fe property is neceflary to them, 
is only compelled to*part with it upon receiving the full va¬ 
lue of it, eftimnted on oatli hv a jury* By this bill, the pro¬ 
perty of indniduals is propofed to be taken without their 
confent, and without '..heir knowledge. The fecurity of the 
.Bank of England, which they now have for it, is to be taken 
from them, and their l^-gal run die> to recover it from the 
Bank, in cafe of refufal or delay in the payment, are to be 
annihilated ; and, in lieu of what is thus to be ^ken from 
them, they are to have the contingent fecurity of anyTfioViey 
in the receipt of the Exchequer, of the aids or fupplies grant¬ 
ed to His Majefty for the ferviceof the current yVnr, orai^y, 
preceding year, or of any monies arifing from the furplus of^ 
the conlblidated fund, which may remain at the Tend of any 
quarter for the dKpofition of Parliament, <?r of any monies 
to arife by virtue of Exchequer hills to be made out in por- 
fuance of this propofed a£t: all which fecurities, valid and 
available as they may be, do not, as the petitioners fubtnir, 
in thefmalleft degree, juftify the fubftituting them in lieu of 
the money iufelf in the poffeffion of the Bank, where the 
Xtghtful owners have chofen to leave it, and in lieu of the 

$ fecurity of the Bank for its forthcoming when called for, 

# with which^rtB^^ers are content. The petitioners humbly 
fuggeft to theHotife, the guardians of the public faith, that 
no flight or temporary convenience, from the ufe of money 
fiot’a&ually employed by the lawful owners, would feem to 
iuftify the eftablifhment of a precedent upon tl$e ftatute book, 
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by the afliftance of which the property of the public creditors 
may be hereafter, and in worfe titties, daringly and fuccefs- 
fully invaded; nor do the circumftances of the prefent times 
feefh to call for fuch a meafure, or offer any excufe for a 
deviation from the even and conftant regard which has been 
had to public engagements. This ftep is not about to be ta¬ 
ken during the preffure of an expenfive and unfuccefsful war, 
nor is the time at which it is recuned to marked by any great 
public calamity, or diftinguifhedby any circumftancespecu¬ 
liarly inaufpicious. But, on the contrary, it is generally 
gftderflood, and the petitioners believe, as they hope, truly, 
that the affairs of the nation are profperous; its trade and 
commerce flourifhing; its finances thriving; its refources 
\abundant.—If, under fuch circumftances, the money iffued 
Ig^ay the public creditors be taken hack, and diverted to 
pthe\purpofes, what may not juftly be apprehended for 
their property from this example, at any time of national 
'adverfity, when impatience and difeontent under public bur 
dens may impel thofe, charged with the condufl of public 
affairs, to take extraordinary courfes in order to obtain re¬ 
venue without taxing the people, and when this precedent, 
the firft of its kind, will be in force to juftify every future 
attack on the property and rights ofjjpthe public creditors ? 
If the principle of this bill weie juft, and its obje£t*unexcep- 
tionable ; if it were merely a bill for directing the applicatioa 
of public money lying in the Bank, the petitioners would 
ftill be under the neceffity of foliciting from the Houfe a 
more clear and explicit direflion for their conduft than they 
have been able to difeover in it after the moft attentive ex¬ 
amination^ and of intreating that, in a bill which is to regu¬ 
late ilie^condiuft in the execution of a public truft, they 
fhouldlnot be left to collect the intention from uncertain 
rf&fPKcation, and doubtful inference; but in the diftribution 
of money, in which individuals have alfo interefts, and which 
by various a< 9 s of Parliament is appropriated, as it comes into 
the hands of the Bank, to the payment of thofe individuals, 
it is peculiarly neceffary to explain that which is ambiguous, 
and elucidate that which isohlcure. 1 he bill propofes that, 
out of money iffued for the payment of any annuities or di¬ 
vidends payable at the Bank, which (ball have become due 
at any time previous to the 5th of Jan. 1791? 500.00OI* fhall 
he paid into the receipt of the Exchequer. It is not fuppofed 
that this money, though lying in the Bank, is not due to the 
public creditors, and will not, or, at ^ n jL>r t Jy^T rpate ^ 
of it, be called for by the owners : the petitioners conceive it 
is not explicitly declared whether tftey ire immediately to 
pay it when qalled fot, and, if they are to pay it, Out of what 
fund; for the future half yearly iffues are already appropriated 
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by tbeidTpe^iye ' ^ 5 $ 'ttf'rirliibifeiH''; «&>ch' tfif ed them 9 to 
made, and they are to be applied to the payment of the 
half years dividends to Which they belong. "When the mo¬ 
ney which is now the property of the creditors, whofe divi¬ 
dends became due pre\ iousto the 5th of January, 1791, ftall 
be taken away, the petitioners are in doubt, whether the 
ftioney belonging to the creditors entitled to any fubfequent 
half years dividend is to betaken from fuch creditors, and 
applied to the payment of the creditors of the old arrears; 
and whether the money expreffly appropriated by former ads 
of Parliament to the payment of one fet of men, is now iji- 
tended to be diverted to the payment of another. If that btfe, 
the intention, the petitioners hope it will be fo declared in 
the bill, ihould the fame pafs into a law : whilft the Bank 
had money enough t6*pay the dividends to all the public ere/* 
ditors, there was no neceffity for*keeping different cafl^ac- 
counts in the Bank ; but that neceffity, as the bill Hands, wil: 
pew a rife, for if money belonging to lliofe who were public- 
creditors previous to the 5th of January, 1791, be taken, 
and if the future iffiics be, as they are, appropriated by the 
different a£fs tb the payment of the refpedive half ycai's di¬ 
vidends, the Bank of England cannot difobey the ads of Par¬ 
liament, and reimburfe one fet of men with the money of 
another; gfhe accOunfeffrof the two cannot be blended. If it 
be meant to consider nil annuities but thofe which became 
due the preceding quarter as annuities in a r re nr, and to throw 
into one common mafs, for the payment of lliofe arrears all 
former iflues of money, annihilating all claims of particular 
creditors upon any particular iffue, except they demand the 
payment within three months—in that cafe, thewjetitioners 
conceive, a fpecial provifion for tliot purpofe wilnbe^ necef- 
fary# And when the fcveval doubts hereby fuggeiSid are 
cleared up, the petitioners hope it will he found propejb&o 
extend the indemnity piovided for the petitioner* 1 , 16 as more 
dearly to feeure them againft the provifjofts of the former 
ads of Parliament, and themifappropriation or mifapplication 
of money which is ftill to be iffued half yearly, under tliofc 
ads of Parliament, for theule of the perfons entitled to the 
refpedive dividends ; the breach or non-ohfervance of whicli 
ads, without the plain and preciie warrant of a new law to 
juflify it, may hereafter involve the petitioners in embarrafs- 
nient and,perplexity. The indemnity, as it now Hands, is 
a fecurity only for what may be done or omitted to bedor.e 
in purfuance of the propofcd aft ; but, if the petitioners 
ihould be ijuJhWflflNl/or applying the money of one man to 
the payment of another,«,as they apprehend they may be in 
many inftances ; if the intention of the Legiflature be left 
doubtful, their defence muff depend upon the ad now in 
3 con- 
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contemplation; and if their cafe ftiould not Fall within the 
fcopeof the protefiion afforded them by that a$, their in¬ 
demnity, in the terms in which it is now conceived, would 
not reach the cafe. 1 he petitioners, deeming it their duty 
not to withhold from the Houfe any information of which 
they are pofielTed upon a fubjtX of fuch importance, have 
annexed to thtir petition a Copy of a letter, addnlied to 
their Court of Diredlors, from the perfons whofetinmes are 
fuhlcrihed to it, being ten of the principal houfes of com- 
taiercein the city of London tranfaXingbufinefs for foreigners 
fin the public funds, and to which letter the petitioners beg 
leave to refer the Honfe; and the petitioners, upon the 
whole of the mattej, mofl cameftly hope, that the (aid bill, 
.which hazards interefts. of fuch va ligand impoitance to the 
EWe, and may in i»s provisions and confequences fo deeply 
affect th^ fecurity of the public creditors, may not be pafled 
into a law. 


The following hs the copy of the letter annexed to t'cp tition : 

u r I'o the Governor, the Deputy Governor, and others, the 
Directors of the Bank of England. 

44 Gentlemen, # 

u As proprietors of the public funds, and as agents of 
many refpedlable foreigners extenfively interefted m thofe 
funds, we conceive it our duty to offer to your confideration 
mme reflexions which have fuggefted themfelves to us, upon 
the late propofal of the Chancellor of the Lxchequer, to con¬ 
vert toJhe temporary ufe of the Public, a part of the fum in 
the^!?mds of the Governor and Company of the hank of 
Lo/;hnd, aiifirg, fiom dividends on the public funds due 
satnd not yet received. 

<c W hether the Governor and Company of the Rank of 
England arc affinal trufiees for the owners of thofe dividends, 
U a queftion we fhall not take upon us to decide. That 
* their appointment to the payment of them has been con- 
fjdered of great importance, is obvious, from the provifio# 
made in the feveral afis of Parliament for continuing the 
Governor and Company of the Bank of England a Corpo¬ 
ration exprefily for that objefl. 

“ It can admit of no controverfy, that for the fecurity and 
tranquillity of the public creditors, the faith of Parliament 
Hands pledged to provide an annual revenue for payment 
of the inter eft of the public funds, ** m 6 *ifl9Hepofit this reve¬ 
nue in the Bank for that efpecial^urpofe. 

“ Upon this revenue the proprietor? of the annuities have 
a fpecifiC law, nor ought the fund thus appropriated to be 
diverted to any other ufe, under any fecurity whatever, with- 
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out the confent of theovfrnefts; for any different application 
of it, wotild, as it appears to iis, be a manifeft and diredl 
breach qf the covenants and' good faith of Parliament, and 
mull, we fear, tend to weaken the public credit. Ameafiire 
fraught with fuch danger, we fhould hope, will never be 
adopted, no advantage can compenfate the hazard of fucli 
experiment. 

Th<? money fo depolited in the Bank, or even fuppofing 
it to remain in the Exchequer, is, from the very moment of 
its being collefled, the exclulive property of the parties for 
whom it has bsen levied; and of every (hilling of the ur* 
Claimed dividends, there mull exill a lawful owner cither in 
the parties in whofe names the capital flocks actually Hand, 
or in their perfonal reprefen tat ives. 

* 16 We cannot avoid fubmitting to you our further opi¬ 
nion, that it will reflefl credit upon the Govern 
well as upon the Bank of England; and that it isnlfo an in-" 
difpenfahle a£tof juftice to advcrtife (with as much caution 
as may be for the prevention of fraudulent claims) fuch par* 
ticnlars of the dividends unclaimed as mSy afford the bell 
means of a difeoverv of that property, and of the funds out 
of which it arifes, to thofe petfons to whom, and to whom 
only, they of right belong—that a large portion of fuch pro¬ 
perty may^hus reach its true deftination, without the fmalieft 
hazard of perverfion, can admit of no queilion, and we can¬ 
not imagine, that any unjult ufurpations may not eafily be 
refilled. 

u That fuch notice*hath been fo long withheld, is no ar¬ 
gument againft the jufticc of it. 

* ( If the rneafure be right in itfelf, the delay of fi^is a fub- 
|e&only of regret. ^ 

« It may pofTiblv be urged, that the propofol of fuch : me.T» 
furewill be confidered as originating from a fpirit of opjfif^ 
fition to the Minifter; this, gentlemen, you have a right to 
difclaim; it will form no part of your motive in fuggefting* 
that rneafure, which may very fafely reft upon its own me- 
m rits. 

* « We fbould hope that the Minifter will not incline to 

perfevere in any plan which maV not be found eligible, upon 
a mature inveftigation of its effedis, or to oppofeany other 
which ktiay conduce to the public credit or advantage. 

li We are, with great refpefl, 
tc Gentlemen, 

moll obedient fervants, 

u Richard Muilman, and Co. 

“ Gerard and Jof. Van Neck, and Co. 

“ Harman Hoare, and Co. 

« Wolf. 
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u Wolf. Van Kernel* and Ger. Bachus. 
« Van Voorft and Fril. 
u Peter Thelluflbn, Sons, and Co* 
i( B. Burton, Forbes, and Gregory, 

“ Edward Forfter, and Co. 

« P. and C. Van Notten, 

• and Co objecting to the 
publifhing the Lift of 
Names of Proprietors of 
Unclaimed Dividends, 

“ C. and R. PuHer ” 


The bill was read a fecond time, and moved to be com- 
i^itted. 0 

now rifing, obferved that, f notwithftanding the Mr. Fa* 
tdsariiTy^f remarks which had proceeded from rhofe who had 
f# firenuoufly contended in favour of the bill, he nwift take 
file liberty to declare that, in his opinion, net one Tingle ar¬ 
gument had alc .rtained, even in the fmaileft degree, the pro¬ 
priety of its objeft. * A petition againft it had juft appeared 
from the Bank Proprietors, and no doubt could be entertained 
of'the weight which ought to be allowed to their oppofition ; 
but, f;>r his own part, his difapprobation extended not merely 
to the contents, hut to the principle, of the bill, and this dil- 
approbation he would certainly take occafion to exprefs, 
whenever the principle fliould be the fubjedt of debate. Upon 
the prefent occafion, he was of opinion, that the debate 
ftioukl be adjourned, till the contents of the petition againft 
the bill, which had now been read, fhoukl fall under a com¬ 
plete inv^ffration. For his own part, he had now, for the 
firft time, heaid the petition read, and doubted not that 
•there were many gentlemen in the Houfe who were in the 
JGtf® predicament. Previoufly ftrangers to the contents of 
'the petition, it cqjild not be expedled that they ftiould have 
fflfcome mailers of ihem, or be enabled to pay them the regard 
to which they were entitled from a firft curfory hearing. And 
Ifurely, the folemnity which ought to be obferved in a point 
of fuch importance, required that previoufly to the debate, 
the contents of the petition ftiould be fully known and ex¬ 
amined, that they might be allowed their proper weight and 
influence, in aflifting the reafoning, regulating the opinion, 
and guiding the decifion, which fhouldbe adapted. In op- 
pofmg the bill, the authority of the Bank was great—his own 
was lefs than nothing; and therefore, when moving for an 
adjournment of the debate, he muft be^fSnfi 3 ered as princi¬ 
pally adling from a refpeflfuldeference for the opinions of fo 
important a jpdy. 

Mr* 




Mr. Put JSjfo Cliancc 0 or Tin having contended that no delays were 
neceflaiy, remarked, that the petition contained nothing 
which to him appeared of aYiy weight; and whatever regard 
- was due to the authority of the petition, it was to he mea- 
fuietl only by the nature of the arguments upon which they 
had founded their petition. The tight honourablegentleman 
had declaimed his own authority in any oppofition which he 
might giv. to the hill, hut no one would doubt his abilities 
to iiale the grounds upon which he oppofed : and as his mind 
- was fo decidedly made up on the fubjefi, he was certainly 
prepared, without farther delay, to purfue the debate on that 
fide of the queftion which he cfpoufed It had been Pledged, 
tiiat the public creditors would he affe£ted by the hill to their 
di fad vantage, witl^out their own content: the very reverfe 
he could affirm was the cafe; and it was hut natyfal tha'/' 
thofe'Wlio had brought in the hill, having been acc'ufeft v[ith 
patronizing a meafure, which, in its confequences, wovid 
pio\e injurious to the public credit, fliould fed impatient to 
Vindicate them (elves from a charge of.fo black a nature, and 
to prove that the advantages which they propoied from the 
bill would not produce any national milchirfor inconvenience 
even in the frnalleft degree. 

Mr. Aid. Mr. Alderman IVatfon ojbferved, that the Bank Proprietors 
\V attain had, in prefenting a petition, aited with the greateft pro¬ 
priety, as they had put themfelves in the fituation of thofe 
perfons who were abfent, and exctctftJ that attention and 
vigilance, with regard to their propmj, whicli they had a 
right to expeft from thofe to whom it was entrutted, 

Mr. Fox. .Fox repeated that his own objections the bill were 

infurmountnble, and that even if the Proprie&is had con¬ 
tented to the meafure, his oppofition, though it might have 
been diminilhed, would not have been removed. Hejn^hed 
not any adjournment on his own account, nor fhould fcw 
find any difficulty at prefent in putting's direft negative oj 
. the bill. The right honourable gentleman had exprefied himj 
felf impatient to prove to the Houfe, that the allegdtioi^ 
againft the bill were ill founded. If this were really the cate, 
it was ft range that his impatience fliould not have had its 
proper operation, and produced its natural effedts. It was 
extraordinary that, inftead of the mode of proceeding which 
he had adopted it) the conduit of the hufinefs, he fliould noi 
► have fet out with ftating the grounds upon which he founder 
. his hill. He doubted not, indeed, that he might be impatient 
td urge hi ^ m ufes ^pbut he could not fee that it tberefort 
proper for the Houfe,Jn a queftion of fuch importance, tc 
be impatient to decide between him and the Bank. Froff 
the ability which it might be fuppofed that he Would, whei 
neerfiary, difplay in efpoufing his own fide of the queftion 
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it waspnrvioufly ttqfiefted that ktteptipn fhould be paid to 
the oppofite opinions,of the $ank. Great as his authority 
was, it was certainly, on the present fuhjefl, not to be put 
in contention with the authorityof the Rank. 

T he form of the petition was indeed fingular. it had ex¬ 
ceeded theufual length of petitions, as initeud of having re- 
courfe to Couniel, tlie petitioners had interwoven their argu¬ 
ments in the body of the petition itfeif. Rut this form, 
though lels common, was not lefs refpeitful to the Houle; 
nor was the petition on this account Ids entitled to the at¬ 
tentive confuleration and ferious regard which the high im¬ 
portance of the luhjc’cl demanded. When the principle ot 
the bill fhould come to he debated, he Ihould certainly ftate 
the grounds on whidi he founded his oppofition, nor did his 
prefent motion for an adjournment at a!4*proceed from any 
Vdcjrre % make up his mind on the fubjc£l, but merely from 
which ho c^nfidered as due to the petition of fo 
^Aype&able a body. I he hunger in of the bill had, indeed, 

(hewn himielf aware of the propriety of adjournment, by 
his attempt to evade the force of the argument. He had 
iuppofed that thole who di(approved of the bill, might be 
prepared without farther delay to ftate the groupds oi their 
oppofition. Hut he would afk any gentleman, from the man¬ 
ner in which he had been ftruck with the firft curfory* Rearing 
of the petition, whether the arguments appeared to be fuch as 
he ought to regard, whether they were fuch as ought, at the 
firft view, to be decided upon, or were entitled to clofer ex¬ 
amination and more deliberate inquiry. 6uch were the con- 
fiderations which induced him to move, u That the debate 
“ fhou d hepidjourned to this day fe’nnight.” 

Mr. ClWicellor Pitt contended that the prefent queftion Mr, P*n 
was not on the merits of -the bill, but whether the petition 
wy^ich as ought to occafion delay. If it were admitted, 
if would give their conftituents an undue power of influene- 
jy)S*the proceeding? of the Houfe, as when they wiihed to 
!frP ol ' e ai1 ^ mea f ure » they would only have to prefent a pe- 
VitioTi on the eve of the fecond reading of a bill; and thus, 
the progrels of the public bufinefs would become materially 
retarded and injured. 

j Sir Benjamin Hammet b^ P >~em;icd that the petition sir 
| was prefented as early asuo^iy’ 'emarked, that the flock- Hairwir. 
[ holders, who were- c * ,<1 ^t~ t ie manner ici which their 
' intereft was at prefent paid, and v\{ 10 w^ere averfe to anv al- 
f teration, had meant likewile to j lave p re f en t c< ] a petition 
a S «;,.A tUr, v-n, luul deftfted p r j nc jp a ^^^*jy* s t ]j{j* a afion, 
becaufe he convinced *n&t the 0 f fb numerous a 

hody might have beeu atpMed with fo nle circ urn fiance of 
• ’ tumult 
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tuomltor diforder. He was perfttaded that thrBank of Eng¬ 
land would be willing to lend the Minifter the linn of five 
hundred thou fund pounds, upon public fecurity, without in- 
tereft, fo long as the fame fhould be unclaimed. Ahother 
circum(lance which rendered him defirous that the motion 
of the right honourable gentleman for an adjournment ihould 
not be reiifted, was, that he meant to move fora call of the 
Houfe, as the quedion was of the greateft importance to the 
public funds, and the moil interefting to the national credit, 
which had been agitated lince the Revolution. Theobjedl of 
the bill had not been rightly unilerdood. It extended to the 
floating balance, and had generally been underftood asafFedt- 
ing only the unclaimed dividends. He in treated, heconjui- 
ed, he implored th^Minider not to oppofe the adjournment. 
The appropriating efif the floating balance he considered as a 
meafure attended with more circumflances of improppety ay Y' 
danger than the feizing the cafli and papers *oi a privai* 1 
banker. ' 

"Mr.Grey. Mr. Grey rofe to remove the imputation from the Bank of 
having deferred their oppofition to the' lafl, with a view of 
occafioning delay to the progiefs of bufinefs, an imputation 
which he did not conceive due to fo refpedtable a body.— 
Thofe who recolledied the progrefs of the bill could hardly 
complaifi of the delay which had attended bringing forward 
the petition. It was neceflarv that they fliould previoufljr 
he in poflellion of the bill, which had only been read a firft 
time on WcdnefJay. 

Mr. Mr, Thornton dated, that two meetings, confiding of up- 
Thornton warc j s 0 f three hundred perfons, bad been obliged to difperfe 
for want of copies of the bill, and that the petitft^ had only 
be' n prepared upon the preceding day. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that a copy of the bill, as 
foon as it had been printed, was put into the hawds 
honourable gentleman. It was difficult to conceive that therein 
could beany mifapprehenfion with regard to, the obje&^iM* 
the Bill, as he had coriedtly dated the appropriation of^the } 
floating balance, and as it had been fome years fince fuggelledr 
to appropriate the unclaimed dividends, and the fcheme had 
been laid a fide <«n account c V he trifling amount of the fum. 

Mr. Mr. fVitidham (aid, that f ^ argument againd the adjourn* 
“Windham ment, drawn from the del j y rT \ e ^‘tinners, was not con- 
clulive. It ffich delay ( 1011 ( ’ 1,1 an .y lnft *nce, prove the 
effect of artifice, and proc«' ‘ f r01 ^ an ^ntentioii to embarrafs 
and retard t’^tjiocctdings o*. I ' he Houle, they were certainly 
competent to deeftfcon fuel- . r ‘ rSI " ce > a " J l reai u men due 
difreeard. But the araft»*’ ;nt ln . , the »> refs,lt ‘nftance was but 
of little w”■* cht .->« -nofuch artiSce. or intention could, nn- 

‘ doubted!7, 




doubtedlyi 4 e lfflpHtablfl' to theJSanfc. This petition was the 
natural effe& and operatioti of the bill,’ and could not there¬ 
fore Jiav e been expedted to have been brought forward fooner. 
It might be very true, indeed, that the Miniftcr had ftated 
corredly the objedt of the bill, the appropriation of the float¬ 
ing balance; but it qjas of lcfs confequence to the prefent 
* queftiori in what manner k had been under flood by the 


sst 


Mr. Montagu conceived, that the reading of the arguments Mr. 
of the petition was equivalent to the hearing of Counfel, and Montagu* 
allowed the Houfe as much ground to proceed upon in their 
decifion. He was convinced that juftice would he done to 
the petition in the future ftages of the bill, and wiflied the 
Houfe to proceed with the debate, tha* # the cuftomary rules 
mghUnot fufftr by a deviation. 

riVi *’^elj^g/ 7 rr of the Rolls remarked, that a notification of the Matter of 
mil had been given on the 2 5th February, and that as an inti* the RolU. 
mation of the intention of bringing forward any meafure 
allowed fufficient ground for petitioners to proceed upon, the 
Bank might certainly have been much earlier in their ap¬ 
plication. Still, however, there was no necdfity for an ad¬ 
journment. The commitment did not exclude any attention 
to the petition. It was not requifite that the Committee 
Ihould he appointed for an early day, and there would he fuf¬ 
ficient opportunity, during the future ftages of the bill, for 
all confidcration connected with its confequences. 

Mr. FjX underftood that it was the *rule that the fecond Mr. Fox. 


reading'was the time at which the principle of a bill was to 
be taken injy confederation. 

The Mitflcr of the Rolls confidered it as perfeflly compe- Matter of 
tent for any application to he made to the Iloufe relative to the Rolls, 
thf tendency of a bill, From the moment that leave was 
vfnoved for to bring it hi. 

7 Fox did nf»t confider this as the rule. v 

/' Mr. Rofe agreed with the Mafter of the Rolls, in thinking Mr. Rofc* 
^hat application might be made to the Houfe relative to any 
bill, upon the fi'rft intimation of the intention that it fhould 


be brought forward. 

The Speaker was of opinion, that a petition might he pre* The 
Tented againft a-bill, upon die motion for leave to bring it Speaker, 
in having pafled tho Houfe; but this certainly was not the 
ufage of the Iioufe; and the common method, therefore, 
was to prefent the petition againft the principle of a bill upon 
the fecond reading : it was true, inde$&* there were 
ftill later, and even to the laft ftag^ of the hill, periods at 
which thofe who were uitetefted, and thought they might, be 
aggrieved by«the operation &$ an intended bill, might t>eti* 
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tionj feut he thought the^fiecciiid 

ftated, was the mpft regular time. ' 

Mr. Rofe. Mr. Rofe obferved, that heonly meant to argue in favour 
of the competency of the Bank of England to have prefented 
their petition at any time after notice was given for leave to 
bring in the bill, as well as on the fecqpd reading, or any fu¬ 
ture ftage of the bill, and he thought it would then have 
, been fully as proper as now, and have occalioned much lefs 

c confufion and hurry. 

Mr. Mr. Thornton wimed to have the Court of Direflors and 
'Thornton proprietors freed as much as poffible from any intentional 
delay in bringing up their petition, which they had done as 
fooh as they poffihlv could. He ftated, that it was very fei- 
dom that the Bank England had occafion to trouble Go¬ 
vernment; and that he believed it was about* feventy ye.?rs 
finee they had add reded Government in this mannC. 
candor and confidence which the Direflors and Proprietor* 
feemed to evince in the Government, was one ftrong reafon 
why they a&td more delicately, than perhaps they orherwife 
would have done, wilhing at the fame time to fee the bill, 
and become fully acquainted with its contents and tendency, 
before they ventured to give any opinion of it at all; and 
particularly to have every information they could get, before 
they drew up the petition. 

Mr.Burks Mr* Burke conceived that every perfon who thought him- 
felf aggrieved by the nature or tendency of hills, was fully 
poffeffed, as a fubjeft, of the right to petition againft them, 
whilft they were depending in the Houfe, and this at any 
period of difeuffion, from the introduftion to the palling of 
bills ip Parliament; though he agreed perfefhy a \vith the 
Chair, and with his right honourable friend, that when the 
petition was againft the principle of the bill, certainljLihe 
mod regular and ufual ftage to prefent it was on fhe feconu 
reading; if that, however, fliould be dinitted, he 
feel much concern, indeed, if the opportunity were loft on^ 
ftich an important occafion, as that to which the attention ' 
of the Houfe was at prefent called. With regard to the pe¬ 
tition on the table, the fails it contained had great weight 
with him, becanfe ho c<n»l<l n^thelp confidering the Bank of 
England as very high authority Up«n a queftion fo materially 
connected, net merely with their own ci«> 4 jt and character, 
but alfo with the public credit of the nation ; and from the 
unanimity which had prevailed among!! the petitioners, who 
certainly wer&'mueb better acquainted with the queftion than 
be was, or many gentlemen prefent were, in expreiGng their 
'ienthnents fo fully in the petition* .and thefe fentiments be¬ 
ing confirmed by the authority oimree honourable gentlemen 

in 
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, n their places* vrbp v&r* ajl Baffle Dire&ors, hfe, for one, 
muft undoubtedly think and foyi that, the petition merited, 
and ought to have, a mature deliberation. He Hkewife ap¬ 
plauded the cautious and refpedful manner in which they had 
proceeded, by waiting till they faw, and could judge of, the 
bill, before they"uttered any complaints; and he was fur* 

• prifed at thofe arguments which had accufcd them of inten¬ 
tional delay, in order to retard the progrefs of the bill, which 
an honourable gentleman oppofite had ufed ; he had fpoken 
as if lie wifhed they had taken fire at once upon the firft no¬ 
tice of leave to bring in the hill, a conduct which he fhould 
have thought highly blameable and faflious. An honourable 
Direfior had ftated the long time which had elapfed fi nee the 
Bank of England had any occafion to differ with the Govern- 
ment^of the country, a circumftance* that was highly ho- 

»iyyjralJeito both the Government and the Bank. The latter 
was a gftttt public body, and had adted as fuch with the ut- 
moft propriety, and in full confidence with the Government 
—a confidence which merited thefulleft fupport. Yet, how¬ 
ever much he might feel himfelf inclined to encourage,and 
preferve luch a confidence, there was no degree of confidence 
in any relative fituation which ought to be unlimited, or 
without reafonable bounds. Thus, in his opinion, the Bank, 
in this inftance, had a<fted much more properly thSn if they 
had followed the ideas of the honourable gentleman, who, 
inftead of letting them fee and confider the bill, wifhed them 
to have taken the alarm upon the bar| mention of leave to 
bring it in, and to have called out their guard to meet it on 
its fi^t entering into the Houfe, before they knew what it 
was. rapid, quick, and precipitate oppofition to it, 

would certainly have been much more in the ftile of the 
Pruffian exeicife, than of a wife, deliberate, and refpedlable 
*‘public bedy, as they had fliewn then^felves to be. Indepen- 
} dent of-tlie opinion of the Bank, Mr. Burke thought it ne- 
.' cefiary that the Members fhould have more leifure to make 
, up their minds upon the information which was now, for the 

* firft time, before them, not merely to confider what ♦ere the 
opinions of the Bank Proprietors, but to nfeertain alfo what 
weight thofe opinions ought to have when contrafted to the 
piopofition which they oppofed. 

Mr. Mitford conceived, that fuflicient time had been given Mr. 
to thofe in the Houfe, and thofe concerned out of the Houfe. 

This he confidered to be the pro} er time to go into the prin- ^ 

ciple-of the bill. He was of the fame opinion with thofe ho¬ 
nourable gentlemen who argued that the Bank, if they had 
intended to bring up ^ petition ngnmft the hill, had enjoyed 
plenty of tipie fmcc the 25th of Fehruary, when the notice 
was given. Then, he infilled, and ever fince that time, it 
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, thebit! 1 

: ^w$\ tceday* lie ’thought, 1 was only fm'%at ,. fi?r 4 clajv and 
^djild.anfwer nogpo^ purpafe; but it the tjoufe would look 
M the petition, they would find that the prefent motion went 
farther than it did. There was no prayer fiom the Bank to • 

* f>t|t off the commitment of the bill, or for any delay ; their 
arguments went againft the principle of the bill entirely, and 
* flfertainly this.was the proper ft.ige to debate that point. It 
had been mentioned feveral times that the hill had been mif- 
underHood, an argument that he thought fcarcely could 
have been ufed, after the manner in which the bufmefs was 
firft opened by his rjght honourable friend. 

Mr.M. A. Mr. M. A . Taylor tfeclared that, in his opinion, the attempt 
Taylor, made againft the public credit and character of the^uuqp^ 

| r was one of the flrongcH meafures which had pver 4 /l*en adopt- - 

t ed by any Adminiftration. He replied principally to Mr. 

Milford^ arguments, who had thought that the Bank/hould 
, have been heard by Coimfcl; he contended they had taken a 

much better way in the petition which Jay on the fable, and 
would give mo:e information, if time was allowed ro the 
Meipber.v, and lefs trouble, than if they had employed Coun* 
fel. UpBn the prefent occafion, the dignity and juflice of 
the Houfe required their ferious attention to the petition, par¬ 
ticularly when it inuft be allowed, that not only the endit of 
the Bank of England^ and the inteiefls of the public credi¬ 
tors of the nation, but the rights and interefts of many fo¬ 
reigners, were deeply involved in this novel, ,and, in his 
mind, unwarrantel proportion, fraught with hqv./ mif- 
chievous confluence*, and no one pofliblegood purpofe. 

The queilion was put on the motion of adjournment, and 
the Houfe divided ; - 

Ayes, 8a; \ T ocs, 173. Majority 97. ^ i*- 

The debate on the queftion, that the bill be committed,**^ 
was then returned. „ /. 

Mr. Fox* Mr.l'a’ now rofe, 'and obferved, that notvvithftnnding - 
- that it appeared to be the general fenfe of the Houfe that the 
unclaimed dividends were not the obje£f of the bill winch he 
defig ned to oppofe, but that five hundred thoufand pounds 
of the floating balance, out of feven hundred, which were 
Hated to be in flie Bank, were to betaken from thence by 


Government, and appropriated; yet certainly it was under* 
q Hood, and it dijlnot appear, from any expreflions in the mo- 
1 tion that yvas made the Chancellor of the Exchequer fir 
leave to bring in the bill, fnat he himhlt undeiftood any thing 
•lie thap the unclaimeddivqdends; he fliould, however, pro-, 
ceed upon the objoft of the bill, as it was npw explained and 

under^ 




fipfefttaerfive of 
public,^e$i*, : ; upw wlkch^ and profperity of 

this dountry iiiateriaUy depended* Secondly, it was a direft 
inva&on of the property of the Bank* which had an ufufruc- 
tuary right to this floating balance. He would begin with 
•this latter point, becaufe its prior difcuffion would moreeafily 
lead into the examination of the former pofition. All pro¬ 
perty, however acquired, provided that the acquifition was 
legal, whether by induftry, or by trade, was equally entitled 
to the protedtion of the laws;- and as banking is a trade ac* 
knowledged and authorifed by law, fo the profits of a Ban¬ 
ker were entitled to the fame prote&ion with every other 
ipecks of property. But the Bank of •England was, with 
refpedf to the floating balance, to be confidered in no other 
light, thjnthat of a private banker, who is a truftee to the 
owner forthe money which is depofited with him, and ac¬ 
countable to that owner whenfoever he is called upon by 
him: the truft is the fame in both cafes; the eledHon.is the 
fame; the fame kind of fecurity attaches ; the fame duties, 
the fame advantages refult from the connection; and certainly 
it could not be denied, but that the cafe of the Bank of Eng¬ 
land, with refpefi to its cuftomers, which the public credi¬ 
tors, who did not call for the ; r dividends immediately as they 
became due, was fuhflamially the fame with that of a private 
banker with refpedi to his cuftomers, who left money in his 
fliop. Tt was fubflantially the fame, although, indeed, fome 
little difference occurred in the form of drawing the money 
out in^lie cafe and in the other; for, in the cafe of the 
lia.uk op£ugknul, there was a power of Attorney neceflary, 
which was not required in the other cafe; but furely, this 
made no difference as to the fubftance of the thing. A gen¬ 
tleman living in the country has a dividend of iool. paid into 
the Bank, hedoes^iot want the money, he will notbeat^the* 
,expence of going up to town to receive it, or he has no occa- 
fion.to ufe it if he did ; he waits then till the occafion arifes; 
will any one he abfurd enough to fuppofe, or mad enough to 
contend, that in all this interval, the Bank of England is 
not, to all intents and purpofes, as his private banker; that 
it has not the fame advantages with his private banker, and 
the fame ufufrudluary property in the money fo committed 
to its care. 

The floating balance, which was now to be feized upopjT 
was precisely that which he now put fcf the Take of argu¬ 
ment, The dividends unclaimed for any long feries of years 
were fcarcely any; thofe unclaimed for twenty-five or thirty 
years were very trifling; and the floating balance’was mo¬ 
ney, the claims of which were of a datefo recent, that it was 



fully-proved it wai^Icft thfere until ^cufion* 

ihould arife to the owner of it for its ufe. This being the 
cafe, what does this bill do ? It violently feiaei, and converts 
r to public ufe, money which is as diftimSl from all jHiblie 
claim, as the money lodged at the houfe ofMr. Drummond, 
or any other banking-houfe in London; it fays, your, cufto- 
mers, A, B, and C, have lodged with you 700.000!,, we 
will take 500,000!. of it, and apply it as we think fit; it is 
true, that we have no letter of attorney, no order from A, 
B, and C, for wlr.it we do; thofe gentlemen we have no con- 
nedlion with; we do not corneas their friends, but we will 
take the money, and make ufe of it. Some gentlemen had 
chofen, during the courfe of the debate, to contend, that the 
dividends being puh’ic property, the Public had a right to 
make ufe of them; but this certainly was not the fadt; for 
the very moment that the money iffued from the RydieqiJer, 
it ceafed to be public property, and was as much'me property 
of individuals, as any other fpecies of property whatever; 
anil as it became the property of individuals, fo every circum- 
fiance which attended private property immediately attached 
to it. Here then, alfo, that ufufrudluary right of the Bank 
of England did moll neceflarily attach; for, the right of bank¬ 
ers to make ufe of the money lodged with them in the way 
of trade, was a circumllance attending private property 
which could not more eafily be diverted from it than any of 
the other circumftances and qualities that attend it. Here, 
then, there was no difference whether the money left in the 
Bank was left there by way of dividend, or whether it was 
money which had been received from the rents ^of a^anded 
erttfte, or from any kind of capital, and theie dep/jfited by 
the owners; excepting, indeed, as the difference affeiled in 
a more favourable manner the money left by way of dividend, 
because that fpecies of property was always deemed^and juflly 
deemed, more facred and inviolable than ac*y other : all orher v 
property might be taxed; rents from land might be taxecT;* 
the profits of trade might be taxed, but the interred arising )> 
to the public creditor could not be taxed ; for there was air 
implied contrail to that eneft, much lefs could it he vio¬ 
lently feived on and appropriated, when it was admitted that 
other property lefs facred, lefs inviolable, could not, under 
fimilar circonjflances, be meddled with at all. Hence it un- 
swfwerably followed, that the (Government were equally en¬ 
titled to take nil account of all the balances in the hands of 
the different I\i»ker.^ and to tell them, u So much is enough 
for you to keep in your {hop, fo much for you, &c.—we 
** will take all the furpfus becnqfe we want jt, and we will 
** leave vog enough ,to go on with ” The ftme principle 
uM bear cut Government in this ihvafion of private pro¬ 
perty 




perty, as in the battcr ilow ^fere thHEfotife; and though 
gentlemen might think that this modeofrfeafohing was pufhed 
very/ar, yet he couldafftftfetheni it was perfe&ly applicable; 
for there Could not be a mote cei taih proof of a bad principle, 
or of no principle at all, than that ill the confequences which 
are deduced from it (hould not he juftified, and that we fnould 
* deft nd in fome cafes, and condemn in others, when there is 
ne real difference exilting between the cafes. . With refpedfc 
to the polition that public credit would be materially injured 
by this proceeding, Mr. Fox argued that there was nothing 
fo Ample as to aflign the cauie, whether of public or private 
credit. Credit in general was maintained by keeping your 
word, and it was loft by breaking it. Now,.all ails of Par¬ 
liament, by which money was borrov\^ from individuals, 
was fwnply acontradl between the Public and the faid indi- 
viti'ualsa^Suppofing, for inftance, that I agree to lend the 
Public one hundred pounds, for which the Public makes a 
reciprocal engagement that it will pay me three pounds a year; 
it alfo engages how.and when it will pay me. When? As 
that it will pay me thirty (hillings upon the ift of January, 
and thirty (hillings in half a year afterwards. How r As that 
it will iffue the money to the Bank, which Bank (hall pay -it 
over to me. Now the annuity, the time of paying it, and 
the manner of paying it, are all parts of one indmfible con- 
traft; and you may, with the lame right, deftroy one part 
of a contrail as another ^ But you will fay, is your fecurity 
the worfe tor having the money le-abfovhed into the Exche¬ 
quer? Do you doubt our means, or our faith? To this I 
anfwA^ it js not the queftion now whether my fituaiion is 
rendereefbetter or worfe; the queftion is, whether you fulfil 
the terms of your contrail ? It is evident that yotf did not 
fulfil them; and therefore you have not kept your word, and 
your faitfi is violated. 

.Having made fhefe remarks, Mr. Fox next contended that 
the terms were not only broken in general, which, upon the 
abftrail, was a violation of a principle, whatever might be 
the confequence; but they were broken to the disadvantage 
of the public creditor. Where the Bank, was the paymafter, 
if they failed, there was the fame ailion as againft an indi¬ 
vidual; the law was clear and explicit, and the courfe of pro¬ 
ceeding was defined ; but where the Exchequer turned pay- 
tnafter, all was darknels; there was no proceeding, nocouife 
marked out by which the injured creditor could recover .his 
right.^Indeed, this was fo much the <®af«, and fo neceflary 
had it appeared to the LegUlaruieof^this country, that it lui 
always been a m6ft ufeful part of their policy* inafmuch as 
Ip that vefy circutnftance we were indebted for the very great 

fuperiority 
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tianfa&ions between the Public and individuals j and jf the 
Yaft was what he had a right to aflame that it was, that this 
interpofition of the Bank had been the means of obtaining 
money upon’eafier terms than could have been otherwife ob¬ 
tained, the taking away this interpofition, or even altering 
%>r modifying it, was a direib and palpable violation of the 
public faith; and it was a fraud of the bafeft complexion to 
receive an advantage for an equivalent which was not main¬ 
tained, while the advantage was Hill enjoyed. Some quef- 
tions had been propofed to Counfel, upon the fubjeft of the 
jBank being fecurity to the public creditors for the money, af¬ 
ter it .had been iffu^/rom the Exchequer for the payment of 
dividends. Four Counfel, of the greateft eminence in tl\eir 
profeffion, had given moft decidedly their opiniorV§>~that the 
Bank was a fecurity under thefe circumftances. * he Solici¬ 
tor General, indeed, declined giving any opinion on the fub- 
je&, on account of the fituation in wjhich he then flood. 
But one gentleman, (Mr. Wood) upon whofe abilities or 
knowledge he did not mean to eaft the flighteft imputation, 
did give it as his opinion, that the Rank was not a fecurity 
for moroes To iflued. Mr. Wood, doubtlefs, had not con- 
Adered efficiently the feveral aits by which the money was 
directed to be paid to the Bank : certainly, if the Bank was 
fiot fecurity, thefe acts required a moft fpeedy revifion. For, 
who was the fecurity ? If the Rank was not, it was the Ca- 
ihier of the Bank; fo that upon the conduit of one indivi- 
du^knthe integrity of the public faith, the fecurity qf'all the 
piitfpCreditors, the dignity, the importance, theory ex- 
iflence of the State, depended, according to this opinion. 
But furely, this was not the cafe upon any ground of.rea¬ 
soning. Did not the Bank appoint its own Caltfiers; and 
was it not therefore refponfible for the a<$s of its fervant, 
whom it had itfelf inverted with this truft ? So that although 
the money is, indeed, direfiled to be paid to the Cafltier, 
which feems to have been , the ground of Mr. Wood’s opi¬ 
nion, yet it is only fo dir'e&ed for form, and thi Bank is the 
iiibftantial fecurity to thf public creditor, and not the indi¬ 
vidual whom it may chufe to appoint its Cnlhier. Now, 
thefe aits whifh diredt the money to be paid to the Bank of 
England, the policy of which is not to be. doubted, and the 
moral propriety of which has the obligation of a contrail, are 
about to be completely overturned by the bill whicfH's noW 
before the Houfe. Thefe aits fay, you (hall fo pay the mo¬ 
ney of the public creditors; this.bill fays, you ; fhall take it 
away again. Faffing from thefe obfervations, Mr. Fox thus 




put the cafe of 3 ^onttafl: between A and B* Attiflies to 
borrow a hundred pounds of B. B fays he will lend him 
Ibe money, provided hfe will repay it by inftalments. But, 
fays B, as perhaps I may not know where to find you, or it 
might put me to lame inconvenience to look for you, you {hall 
pay the money by inilalments into Mr. Drumtnoud’s {hop. 
A confents to pay the money by inftalments into Mr. Drum¬ 
mond’s {hop; and Mr. Drummond, who is now another 
party to the contrail, agrees to receive it. After this, A 
changes his mind, and pays the money into the houfe of 
Child ; will any body fay that he has fulfilled his contrail ? 
The fecurity of Child is, perhaps, as good as Drummond’s, 
but if 11 does not confent that the fecurity Ihould be ihifted, 
will any one contend that if Child lhoufcl fail, A. will have 
performed his contrail, though he fliould have paid all the 
money toCluld for the ufeof 11 ? Now, what are we about— 
are we n8t?J>rceileiy putting ourfelves in the fituation of B, 
who has paid the money of B, without B’s confent, into the 
the houfe of Child, .and ihifted his fecurity, and broken his 
contrail. And though it may be aflerted, that perlons hav¬ 
ing property in the Bank may demand it before we {hi ft their 
fecurity, by placing it in the Exchequer, yet this ftatement 
is falfe; for, the property of many perfeut is locked up in 
trull; feme are minors, fome are in the Weil and fome are 
in theEaft Indies. We {hall have therefore committed the 
injury in fome cafes where no confent can be given; and, in 
others, before the parties will have # bcen able virtually 
to confent; for, a virtual confent is all that ;s contended 
for. <Mr. Fox declar'd that he did not entertain the moil 
dillant j\lea of taxing the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Pitt) with a defign to confound the unclaimed dividends 
With the floating balance of the Hank; tins, however, he 
would fay, that his confufjon had been of the greateft fervice 
to.the Miniiler iit the proiccution of this meature; for, had 
the Public been fpecifically apprized of this robbery of the 
Batik, the alarm would have been taken, and the bill would 
not have been ripened to the prefent Jlage of maturity. The 
idea, indeed, of the public demand on the unclaimed divi¬ 
dends, was an Idea founded in ignorance; for there was no 
fuch thing as any property in this country without a claim¬ 
ant; and iu default of any relations of the de^eafed owners, 
all property was veiled in the King. Not that hefhould 
contend that the Puhlichad not a claim upon the King, but 
the legal diftindlion fliould be* obferve^, and whatever was 
taken by the Public ought to be taken in right of the Public. 
This meafure has, therefore, hitherto proceeded upon a fal¬ 
lacy in the public judgement. As to the miferahJe prece¬ 
dents adduced in favour of this meafure upon a former day, 
■VOL. XXVIII. 4 C til-v 







ware to dteferve a 

Upon principles of general reasoning, iher^ ^ouU be no doubt, 
Mr* Fox added, but that the queftioil was entirely with him% 
as precedents had been adduced, he fhould beg leave to^tref- 
pafs a little longer on the patience of the Houfe, with fome 
obvious remarks concerning rheir nature. The firft prece¬ 
dent was the cafe of the Bankers’ debt, and this was not at 
all in point according to the prefent terms of the bill; for 
this was a bill concerning a floating balance, and that was 
fpecifically a bill concerning unclaimed dividends. There 
was alfn another precedent concerning annuity upon lives, 
where the dividends were refumed by Government, and to 
this he fliould anfwer, that there was a ver> material dittinc- 
tion between the two cafes ; for, when annuities ate deter¬ 
minable upon lives, tfiere is always a preemption, at ,a cer¬ 
tain diilance of time, that the li > es have expired ; ajj.refump- 
tion which never can hold good with refpc# to pcfpetual an¬ 
nuities. But with refpc# to the matter of pre. eden'ts, it be¬ 
hoved the Houfe moft carefully to avoid any meafure by 
which a precedent could he fet to countenance injuftjee; and 
the rather as there wa* fome;vhat alaimhg m the ufe which 
was made of precedents upon this very occafion. Precedents 
had been flated, which might not have been quite juftifiable 
at the tirfte they were fet, for the fake of countenancing tire 
com mi Hi on of a greater injufiice; and if this were now to 
be a precedent, he trembled to think what were the enormi¬ 
ties, each greater than the other, provided the fuhje# matter 
had fome little analogy, which might not be indulged with 
a fijVaprahle reception under the dangerous cloak of prece¬ 
dent^ As to what had been aflerted concerning perfons who 
held pecuniary tmils under Government, and whofe balances 
were taken out of their hands, and veffced el & where, as in 
the cafe of the balances taken out of the hands of the Pay- 
mailer General, Treafurer of the Navy, aod others, he de¬ 
nied that there was the frnalleil analogy by which the Houfe 
could determine the propriety of taking away the floating 
balance from the Bank. The Paymafter General, and 
others, were no parties to any contra# between the Public 
and thofe perfons whom they naid on the account of the Pub-* 
Jfct The officers of the army, or of the navy, certainly had 
made no centra# with the executors of Lord Holland or of 
Mr.,Rigby, tf thefe balances were taken out of the hands 
of the executors of Lord Holland or of Mr. Rigby, ^how were 
they affe#ed ? or in what rainner could they oe {aid* to be 
parties' to fuch a trarith#ion ? The complete futility, there¬ 
fore, of fuch an argqmefit, rendered it undeferving of con- 
fidcration. , « 
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In fummfag ttp the various argumefttt ef his fpeech, Mr. 
Fox contended, that if we admitted the Bank to be truftees 
to the public creditors for the payment which had been liTaed 
from* the Excliequer, a fad which could not be denied iff 
ioti ; or if we admitted that the Bank were truftees only to 
minors, to foreigners, to perfons at lo gjeat adiftance as not 
* to be able to exercife any ad by winch their content to the 
tranladton could be implied, we Ihould Ball be impelled 
with a fenfe of the injuflice of the bill now before the Houle. 
This was not a cafe where j majority of public creditors were 
to decide, and to bind the minority by luch a decifion: the 
contrad of the public creditors with the Public was the con- 
trad of every individual of them, and not a general contrad; 
and thqugh, fuppohng the public creditors were in number 
twenty-nine thouiand, and twenty eight thoufand nine hundred 
and ninety-nine of thole were to give their confent to tins 
alteration iJf the terms of the contrad, yet was not the Angle 
one concluded by their decilions, and he had a right to liinft 
upon a fpeufic execution of thefe terms upon winch alone he 
had entered into the engagement. But, Gracious Heaven! 
added Mr. Fox, when we confider the fatnfice which is to 
be made; when we refled that a general pi inciple mull be 
violated; that the faith of the Public mull be impeached, and 
the credit of the nation hazarded; and when we contrail all 
this with the advantage which is to be gained, that a pitiful 
faving of ao,oool. is to be effeded, and this in a time of great 
profperity, when peace his added to our refources, and an 
abundant and lpnngmg capital would fupply without diffi¬ 
culty,''! without imputation, without reproach, what our exi¬ 
gency requires, fhall wc not be furpnfed at luch a pertina¬ 
cious adherence to this mealure > The pride of the individual 
will fometimes engage him in a fatal obflinacy; but let not 
this Houfe be mfeded by fuch a narrow pi inciple, and let it 
depart from its coodud when it mull be convinced of the m- 
juilice and impolicy of that condud. It was not without 
mush indignation, that he felt himftlf warranted m remark¬ 
ing that, upon all occalions, when rights weie invaded, a 
cringing and a fawning policy was fubtlituted for a manly 
behaviour. Application was to be made to the Minifler, his 
forbearance was to he {piloted, the julhee of the Houfe was 
not to be appealed to;'yet, for his own part,,he could lin- 
cerely affirm, that he dildained to be influenced by any of 
thefe confiderations, when tbty were not urged with unex¬ 
ceptionable propriety. It was his inflexible determination to 
perfevere in the moll zealous jnd jinhinfled endeavours to 
fulfil his parliamentary and political duties; and he anxioi fly 
hoped, that net only upon the prefent, but upon all oihei oc- 
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and govetn their proceedings accordingly.* - 
, Pitt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that the anfwer to every 
jpoiht urged by the right honourable gentleman, feemed to 
him extremely fhort, bht that it was of the laft importance 
it fhouldbe clearly ftated. As to the circumftance, that the 
prefent 500,00c!. had been unfairly called by the name of 
Unclaimed Dividends, fome confufion had rather uninten¬ 
tionally aiifen. If it was fuppofed, that very ,old and for¬ 
gotten dividends were in queftion, certainly this was not the 
cafe; but if they were to be dei’eribed .as dividends, not fo 
foon claimed as they legally and regularly might be, this un¬ 
doubtedly was a fair defcripiion of them, and whether called 
by this name, or Hy f the name of floating balance?, it was 
precifely the fame thing ; from lienee it was, pcihaps, that 
there had arilen feme confulion ol terms. This floating ba¬ 
lance in the hands of the Bank, not called for ^y the Pro¬ 
prietors, on whole account ihe Thank held them, he fliould 
contend was fairly applicable to the fcyvices of the Public. 
It had accumulated to no leis a him than 7°0,oool. and ap¬ 
peared to he flill increaflng. It could not, on any fair prin¬ 
ciple, he withholden from the ufe of Government, being now 
ufelefs equally to the Public ami the public creditor; and if 
hitherto advantageous to any one, it was only fo to the Bank, 
to whom, however, it was ifliied, hy theexprefs terms of the 
aft of Parliament, not at all for their benefit, hut meiely in 
the way ofimpreft t to the public freditors. The Rank, more¬ 
over, it ought to be remembeied, were largely and fufficiently 
paidby a tegular and fixed allowance of nearly 100,960!. per 
for their trouble, as agents, in all this 'bufinefs. 
jTlifc two points, therefore, which had been dated hy the 
right honourable gentleman, he would fairly meet, and upon 
each of them he had no doubt the cafe would beftnade per¬ 
fectly clear. The flrft of thefe was the* private intcreft of 
the Bank in the matter, and the fecond the queftion of public 
credit. As to the flrft, hepofittvely contradifted every*pre- 
tenflonof the Bank of England’s having any private claim 
, whatever; they had‘been prudent and fair enough to decline 
all fuch pretenfion themfelves, 1 though the right honourable 
gentleman had gone fo far as to claim it for them, and the 
principle he qontendted for, was therefore Amply this : that if 
tHSre was no ground ftaied of inconvenience to the public 
* creditors, nor breach of faith, all objeftion tU to the Bank of 
^England’s intereft ijll of courfe to the ground* the 

balance in their hands ( is, according to the prefent praftice, 
always ftated, at the end of the fikr, as a balanceof public 
money remaining in the hands of the Bankv m& is focon- 
fidered by Parliament. Having difpofed of this point, the 

whole, 
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queftion—Will the^meafoxcloppofed by. the prefect bill in¬ 
terfere in my way "with the due performance of the contract 
to the public creditors ? 1 here were three things he fhonld 
fay in anfwer : firft, that by the provifions ,6$ the bill itfelf, 
it was rendered improbable., and he might almoft fey impof- 
• fible, that any one public creditor fhould fail of being paid 
the fame money at the fame place of payment, even though 
the extravagant fuppofition were admitted that all the credi¬ 
tors of the country fliould come to the Bank on the fame 
day to receive their dividends. His fecond anfwer was, that 
fome alteration in the fecurity given to the public creditors, 
was a thing by no means unprecedented, and that various acts 
of Parliament, and the whole principle revenue laws, war¬ 
ranted this affertion. His thud anfwer was, that by the na¬ 
ture and ret ms of the pit-lent iramaftion, the confent of the 
public crdfiitors in qurltion will be given as effectually as in 
all the other cafes in which confent lias been had upon the 
alteration of any public fecuritv. By the provifions of tnis 
bill, which takes 500,cool, idle money from the Bank, the 
fame 500,0001., if called for, will be payable again on the 
very day when demanded, either from thefurplus of the gon- 
folidattd fund, or from the current fupplies, or from a full 
farther fund in this bill exprtfily provided. Indeed, if the 
creditors were alj to call ax once, the Bank Directors them- 
felves would find it itnpoffible U> effect a general payment; 
but the Government, however, would jiot be wanting on its 
part to furnifh them with the full means of doing it; in fa£t, 
that never hardly would exill an infrance when the whole 
fum of 500,0001. would not actually be at hand in $b<s;Ex- 
chequer, without refer ting even to the Bill farther fortd by 
this bill provided : lie had looked carefully over the ilate of 
cafh in *he Exchequer for the laft five years, and, in all that 
time, there was*only a period of two weeks at the time of 
the King’s iilnefc, v/hen the ready money in hand there did 
n*t exceed half a million. But kefidcs, a power was given 
by this bill to the Lords Conunifiionei s of the Treafury, who 
had weekly cognizance of the fupplics of the year to make 
up the fum in the Exchequer to 500,000k by frefh iflucs of 
Exchequer bills, whenever ir might be reduced IHow it.— 
Could there t,hen exift a doubt, under all t thefe.circumAance c , 
thar the dividend money would be forthcoming fer every 
creditor of the country, on* whatever day he might call fot 
it, payable at the fame hour, in the lame manner, and at the 
fame place, as heretofore. Wa*, then, the fuhftance of the 
Oontrafl: broken as to the public Creditor ? It was, in truth, 
the form /.only that was violated, or rather that was varied. 
The money would not be lying in the Bank, indeed, bur it 
• * would 
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would be yielding an intereft to Government indeed, end 
t!hi prihaps would prove as fatfefa&ory a confideration to tbe 
bpdy of public creditors, as if it were merely adding to the 
proms ol the bank of England. 1 he right honourable gen¬ 
tleman had faid, that the Bank fecurity was a better feeunty 
even than that of Government, and yet he confefled that tbe 
Bank traded with the money m their capacity of Bankers, 
not referving it by any means as idle and readv calh, any 
more than the Government themfelves would do; how, then 
could the Bank fecurity be at all fupenor, and how could it 
be fuppoied that their funds and their ultimate refources could 
be greater than the fecurity now to be given, of all the funds 
of England, and the whole property of the country 5 It had 
been remarked alio,* that the Bank were to remain a Corpo¬ 
ration for the purpose ot pacing the dividends, even though 
their charter as a Banking and a monied Company fhould 
expire. Now, therefore, in this cale, which wtfs Bated as 
poffibleto happen, it was abfmd in the higheft degree to talk 
of the iecuntv of the Bank of England as preferable to the fe* 
cunty of Government; for they might then, on the one 
hand, not have Directors that were refpeilable like the pre- 
feqt, and on the other, the Company’s refponfibility, in 
point of wealth, would, in this cale, certainly be reduced to 
nothing [ it fhould be remembered alio, that the public cre¬ 
ditors, who are fuppoied to be io unwilling to truB Govern¬ 
ment with the temporal y fum of 500,0001., in truth already 
trufl them for the w fyole amount of their annual dividends, 
which are above eig it million, a year. The right honour¬ 
able gentleman, however, lias laid it down as a broad and 
Uiniyerfol principle, that the (malleB alteration in the letter 
of ati aft of Parliament creating the public funds, is a breach 
,of Contrail. Dul, then, the mere circumBance of the mo¬ 
ney’s lying in the Exchequer mBead of the Bank, during the 
interval of its not being wanted, make a breach of contrail ? 
MoBclearly not; nor was this a greater alteration in the 
circumBances than had taken place in a vauety of cafes/—* 
Specific taxes were appropriated for fpecific purpofes and 
were the fecurity which Parliament contrailed to g<ve to 
that particular body of money-lenders. But could no tax, 
therefoie, be repealed i yet this was a breach of contrail, on 
the principles thus broadly Bated. If, then, the taxes them¬ 
felves, in vvhifch confided the very lubBance of all the di¬ 
vidends, could be changed and fuhA tuted, finely a little (ub- 
B'tunon in thefoiim ot providing payment for a few un¬ 
claimed dividends might be permitted alio; and tf theprefent 
was a hi each of faith, and a failure of due payment, tbe ar¬ 
gument imp! cd the repeal of the lliop tax, for inflance, to 
be an ail of bankruptcy. Tfieie were puny other inBances 






alfo, inbp^b^^jwlSIic conve¬ 
nience, had altered the ordinary mode of payment. The 
rate of intereft, even on a large portion of the public funds, 
had been altered with the confent of the proprietors, and 
every herfon was then concluded as aflcnting to themealure, 
who di l n ot enter his diflent within a time prdcribed. In 
•like manner, there would be a period named in the prefent 
bill, whicl^he propofcd to be three months diftant, and it 
would be entirely in the option of every owner of an un¬ 
claimed dividend to go before that time to the Bank of Engr 
land to receive his money, and lo to take himfclf out of tlie 
prefent aft juft as effectually as if its provifions did uot ex¬ 
tend to him. The bill, therefore, did fairly allow any one 
to diflent that phafed; and as to an^ future arrear that 
might arife, the fame obfervation would apply ; for the whole 
amount of the dividends would be alwnvf. iffued quarteily 
juft as heretofore, and would remain in t:\t- Bank during tlae 
next three months, fo that any future Proprietor, by re¬ 
ceiving h»s dividend .within three months after it was due, 
would equally take himfelf out of the operation of the pre¬ 
fent aft, if he was difpofed to do it. With refpeft to minors, 
and perfons under disabilities, no particular reservation of 
their cafe had been made in the former inftances, but they 
were concluded to aflent; and as to perfons at a diftance, the 
truth was, that they generally furniihed kme one on the fpot 
♦ with letters of Attorney. And the petition that had been 
read from fome very refpeftable agents «for foreign heufes, 
irrelevant for the fame reafon ; for they had powers 
of Attorney, by which they received their dividends with the 
jnoft exaft pu»iftunlity ; and therefore, neither they, nor the 
foreigners they reprefented, could flatc any intereft in the 
prefent queftion, which concerned only the owners of un¬ 
claimed dividends. It had beer, faid, that the cafe of the 
Bankets debt, taken to themfclvcs by Parliament, was not 
applicable, becaufe the fum then taken was not likely to be 
demanded. It was, however, a fair precedent to ihew, that 
where there is a reafonnble preemption that public money 
will not be called for, Parliament may take it to their ufe, 
(fubjeft, indeed, to re-payment) without injuft ice. Now, 
there was as fair a preemption ber% that the fum in queftion 
of 500,000!. would not be catted for, as there vm$ then that 
the Bankers debt would be Unclaimed; and though in all 
particulars the two catfes mig ht not agree, there was the fame 
principle ill them both. The right honourable gentleman 
bad alfo infilled very much on the (javallnefs of the fum in 
queftion, and it had been hinted, that for the fake of merely 
half a ntiiliofi** it could not be Worth while to make fo fen ms 
an attack on public credit, that farther attempts were fuppofed 
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by.fodMt |^pte to l^ iri contemplation, and that the mifehief 
or the meafure was greatly magnified bv this confideration. 
To fuch infinuations he fhould only anfwer, that inftead of 
entertaining fufpicions of this fort, he would fuggeft to every 
gentleman a much more natural as well as more charitable 
, Tuppofition ; and this was: could it be fuppofed thn| perfons 
deeply interefted (as Government, above all men, indoubt* 
edly were) in the maintenance of public credit would be 
forward to introduce a meafure really deftrudliye of all good 
faith and public principle ? Certainly, men ought to pretume 
the contrary ; and if they would enter into the fubjedt fairly, 
they would find this favourable preemption to be well found¬ 
ed. Not ten times tlie prefent fum would have tempted him 
to propofe the employing it for the public ufe, if tljie taking 
it had trenched in the leaft on public credit; but he counted 
it his duty to confider a fum cf 500,0001. as by no means in- 
confulerable, if it was fairly applicable to the ffirvice of the 
country; ilnce otherwife both the fum itfeif mull be levied 
from the Public, and the interelb upon.it muft be fupplied by 
new taxes. Mr. Pitt, in the courfe of his fpeech, alfo oh- 
ferved that both the price of the public funds at market had 
rather advanced, and the amount of unclaimed dividends had 
gone on increafmg fince the prel'ent quefbon had been brought 
forwaref, which he regarded as two good fyinptoms that pub¬ 
lic credtr was not really thought in iuch danger from the mea- 
fuie as fomc complainants hid chofcn to deicribe it. . * 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox, in explanation, laid, he had not nflerted that 
commercial men felt alarm for the confequenccs of thi’mrij 
but that they wiihed it not to pafs. * 

Mr. W. Mr. IF, IFinJham ohfesvt’d, that the utmofl which the 
Windham right honoura!)Ie gentleman (Mr. Pitt) iiad deinonftrated, 
was, not that the bill had made no alteration in the fecurity 
of fiie public creditors, but that the alteration was not«for 
the worfe. This was a mode of argument which he depre¬ 
cated, hecaufe it proceeded on the ground that one of two 
contra&iqg parties might afTnme the right of judging for the 
other, whether an alteration in the terms of the contrail was 
for his intereft or againll it. 1 he principle of confidence 
was that no alteration in the terms of an agreement could 
b© made bur by the content of parties; and that public credit 
might be fha^en, was not only to be fairly prefumed from the 
very face of the meafure, but fupported by the teftirpony of 
thpfe whote tellimony ought to prove of the greateft weight. 
Precedents ori luch, a fubje£t were of no avails and ought 
only to put the Houle on tficir guard againll adding to the 
number of fuch precedents, 1 y.impreifing ftrorvgly on their 
minds the ufe that might be made of them* Xh& argument 
derived from thei'u! ftitution of one tax fer another, did n t 

apply, 
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beeatrie it wae always known that taxes might bere- 
- pealed; thSf verb never taken a* 'the Security for the intereft 
of a Joan; for it was university tmderilood, that if deficient, 
the deficiency muft be made good 4 and if they failed entirely, 
that I her means of fatufyiug the public creditor mull be 
fountK __ It wastirn*, that thole who did not approve of the 
bill, nygfct withdraw their dividends; but that in itfelf was 
a hardily and might in many cafes be attended with incon¬ 
venience ami expence. Befn'es, if there were perfons who 
thought the fecurity now offered the next beft facurity to 
that which they had before, on what principle of junice 
were they to be deprived of what they thought the beft, and 
left only the option of the next beft to it, or a worfe than 
that h It was recommended by a critic* of antiquity, to try 
att mthor’sown fentiments, by fuppofing them to have been 
delivered by fome other author. I le would recommend it to 
the gentlemen who fupported the bill, to cQnfider What they 
would have thought of it, h >d tt been ptopoled by the fide 
of the Houle on which he h«<d the honour to fit. Certain 


( he wa c , that the right honourable gentleman who now 
moved it, would hat e poured forth the torrent of his decla¬ 
mation agamft it, as a violation of public faith, as a moll 
daring attack on private projierty, and that the clamour 
would hate been tranlmitted from the lioufe tcT the city, 
ftom the cily to the court, and from the court to every cor¬ 
ner of the ki .gdom. 

Mr. Alderman Lc Mejia itr declared, that the whole of the M 
o|toofition fee ned to be comprifed in thefingle pofitiesp, that Mefurier. 
the (lank were trailers for the public creditor, a fioaatjiop In 
which, he affirmed, tltey had never been confide**# in the 
city, and fupported the bill. . r p ■! 

Mr. Front u anfwered, that the Bank was only faid to be Mr. 
•confid&ed as truftees for the fioney actually ilfued; and in Franeis. 
this light, he attended, they n h sr c generally con&dered, 

Mr. M. A. Taylor abftrved, that when he confidpred the Mr.M. A. 
ifature and importance of the queftiott* It became his duty, Taylor, 
•and the duty of every Other ByJcmber to watch 

evet y flags of the bill with the otoft attention, and he 
would be bold to aflert, whether H might tnwst with cenfure 
or not, that the datnonjss n$ife «StU for * the quell ion 
Which had been made on the other of, the Houfe, was 

perfeftly irregular, indecent, and highly unparliamentary. 
Nt».hlt%; however, fhould deter him from $ving his opinion 
upon any fnbjea of fogreatjnagnitujJe, wwetbar it difpleafyd 
tne majority or mithH($y ‘of that Houle, 4 J&nd that other 
gentlemen who had the fame rights Wight be heard on a fu¬ 
ture days-he was determftied to divide on every ftep of the 
proceeding. 

' Vol. XXVIII. 4D The 



. Th^Houfe divided of the; ifotion* that the b}U he com¬ 
mitted; . ‘ V- , ,■? • 

Ayes, 192; Noes, 83* Majority 108, 

The bill was accordingly committed for that day le’n- 

Pi|ht. , , I 

The Houfc adjourned. 


/ 

The following introduftory paragraph was, by an error of 
the prtfe, omitted at the commencement of Mr . Hippefley\f 
Statement on the Indian War, page 480 of our Regifer , viz. 

<c Mr. Hippefleyjiad requelled his friend, Mr. Taylor, to 
cfcprefs his mortification at being obliged (from illnefs) to 
leave the Houfe pn Monday laft, without going through the 
featements and obfervations, which it was his doty to make 

In confeqyence of his original motion.-That from what 

Jiad fallen in his abfence from his honourable friend at the 
head of the Eaft-lndia Direftion, (who had fo materially dif¬ 
fered with hi;n in opinion on the ptefent fubje^l) he was 
doubly anxious to flate the motives of his conduct, and 
the justification of his principles, more efptcially with re- 
foefi: to *our new allies, to whom lii$ honourable friend 
feepied principally to advert.” 


^ Wednefday , ikth March. 

. ’fjKfc !Houfe in a Committee, Mr. Bramfton in the chair, 

1 proceeded farther in the Corn Bill, and went through the 

different claufes relative to the coni 1 emulations for Scot¬ 
land. 

JjfoRyder Mr. firft propofed, that the claufes ppllponed on a 
former day, ihould be deferred to the next fitting of the 
i*. ' Committee; and then remarked, that having'moved an in- 
ftruftiop to the Committee to provide for the importation of 
earn from Ireland, frqm Quebec, and from His Majefty's 
polonies in America, Upon lower duties than from foreign 
pouhtries, he felt it f eeefftry to Hate, by way of notice, the 
ijbtyhre of the regulations which he meant to propofe, and 
^which would be extremely favourable to Ireland; upon con- 
^ ditipii, however, that the, Jrifh Legiflature fhould adopt 
feiiilaii meafiires: Th©, proposition, would be, to admit 
wheat from ligand, when»the average price was in this coun¬ 
try frmn 46$* to 48s. at a duty ; of as* fed. and 

when the average ihould be above 48s. *t 6d* Tnis would 

be. 



% giving to Ireland a decided advantage, as ftie would be¬ 
came enabled to import her corn at as, 6d. when the impor- 
'"TaSpn of foreign corn was wholly prohibited, and would be 
permitted to import, at a regulating duty merely of 6d. per 
q jarrcf, when a duty would be paid by foreigners of as. 6d. 

” > Sir ,/Vda'm Fergufon a fked whether oats were to become 
, fubjefto'* fimilar regulations ? 

Mr. * 3 {jder anfwered, that fimilar regulations would be 
propofed fo< every fpecies of importable grain. • 

Mr. Hawkim Browne conceived that it would be better, as Mr. H. 
the carrying into elFed the propofed regulations might ulti- Browue. 
mately reft with the approbation of the Irifli Legiflature, to 
bring them forward in a feparate bill. 

Mr. Powys tviftied to know whether she corn, the impor* 
tation of which it was propofed to permit from Ireland, was 
to he the growth of that country ? 

Mr. Kydir. anfwered to this queftion in the affirmative; 
and in reply to the fuggeflion of a feparate bill, he faid he 
conceivejd that it would be unneceflary and inconvenient; 
and he int imated tha\ the Irifli Legiflature would nothefiiate 
to approve of the regulations intended to be propofed. * * 

Sir John Sinclair feared that if, at the time of fuch allowed 
importations, a bounty on exports was given in Ireland, the 
agriculture of this country would be materially injured. He 
hoped, therefore, that care would be taken to guard again# 
fuch an evil. 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt conceived it to b^ improper to enter Mr. Pitt* 
debate upon the fuggefted regulations, of which lus 
honoVable friend had merely given notice. 

The Houfe"being refumed, the Chairman repotted prpfifdif, 
and the Committee was ordered to fit again upon the etimmg 
Wednefday. 

1 he Houfe adjourned. 


Mr. 

Powyg. 

Mr. 

Ryder. 


Sir John 
Sinclair. 


mt Thurfday 9 \*jth March 


No material debate arofe. 

Friday I %fh March* , V' 

Colonel Phipps reported from the Committee, ap¬ 
pointed to try and determine the petition of the 

feveral perfons, whofe names are tliereimdef Wjitten, being 
freemen and electors pf the city pf Etfcfer, complaining of 
an undue election,and *murn for the faid dty; that he was 
directed by the Committee to report to the Hpufe, That 
Thomas Smith, being called as a wittteft beforeAhent, had 
groffiy prevaricated in giving his evidence, and therefore 
that the faid i*ele& Committee had, affording let the power 
given them by an a£t, pafled in the i*8th year of the reign of 
. 4D a his 
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'A&xiftyt* , 

MijdSy, intitfed, u An aft: for the farther r&gji* 
^ Jation of the trials of controverted eloftions, or return^f 
« JJembers to ferve in Parliament,” committed the/Jaid 
.Thomas Smith to the cullody of the Serjeant at Arms amend¬ 
ing this Houfe. { ’ 

Colonel Phipps alfo reported from the faid Seleft/' Com¬ 
mit tee, that he was direfted by the Committee to root; ro 
the Houfe, That it is the opinion of the Committee^fjat there 
are flrong grounds for fufpefting the laid Thomps Smith to 
be guilty of wilful and corrupt perjury; and alfo, that he 
“was direfted by the faid Committee to move the Houfe, That 
the Attorney General be ordered to profecute the faid Thomas 
Smith for the faid offence. 

Ordered, Q 

That the faid Thcftnas Smith, having been guilty -1 of pre¬ 
varication in giving his evidence before the Seleft Committee 
appointed to try and determine the merits of the petition of 
the feveral perfons whofe names are thereunder written, being 
freemen and electors of the city of Exeter, complaining of an 
undue eleftion and return for the faid £ity, be, for the laid 
offeree, committed to His Majefty’sjail of Newgate; and 
that Mr. Speaker do iffue his warrant accordingly. 

, Colonel Phipps moved the Houfe in purfuance of the di- 
reSionf of the faid Seleft Committee. 

< Ordered, 

That Mr. Attorney General do forthwith profecute the 
faid Thomas Smith for the offence of wilful and corrupt per¬ 
jury, of which the c faid Sefeft Committee have reported. f h** 
there are ftrong grounds for fufpefting the laid Thomas 
Snijth to be guilty. 

' The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday) %\Jl March . 

Mr. Gilbert having brought up the report from the Com¬ 
mittee to whom it was referred to confider of granting a 
• drawback Oft fugar exported* 

Lord Lord Sheffield rofe, and obferved, that the original iriten- 
Shefiicld.* tion bf granting a drawback, was to encourage foreign trade, 
by enabling the fugar refiner to meet the French in the fo¬ 
reign market. There could be no rational ground for any 
drawback but fhfa, and unlefe a greater drawback were grant- 
T than was*now pfbpofed, it would be ufelefs, bccaufe it 

Would not enable the fugar refiner to meet French fugar in 
market on equal terms* This he fuggefted not with a 
VioW of Oppofibg the report, bufc^to give gentlemen time to 
cctefider that there yra 4 now an opportunity of regaining a 
coftfiderabJe part of thb foreign fugar trade from the French, 
- * ‘ '* * which, 



w^ich, ifiupt attend*# w^is^ in ir- 

ieapverably' loft. ' 

■ "Mr. S. 'Thornton remarked, thaMbedrawback oftfugar had Mr. S. 


given «occafionto great frauds. It bad been the praaice to Thornto* 
cxpon fugar, partially refined, in,order to obtain the draw¬ 
back, md then complete the proctfs of refining in other 
cdwntr By thefe means the drawback was made to ope¬ 
rate asV.Bounty on exportation. 

. Lotd §*&ii fakl, that he did not mean to contend that Lord 
the law wa?not imperfedt, or that the revenue officers never Sheffield, 
negledled their duty ; all he meant was to fuggeft, that if a 
drawback was granted to encourage foreign trade, a drawback 
of twenty-fix (hillings was not fufficient to counters# the 
French drawback of thirty one. 

« Aft<*t fome farther convention between Mr. Francis* 


Lord Sheffield, and Mr. S. Thornton,' the report, allowing 
a drawback of three (hi 11 ings and fourpence per cent, on baf- 
taid ground, or powdered fugar, &c. exported, was agreed 
to, and an order made that it be an inftruSion to the Com¬ 
mittee on the Sugapbill to make provision accordingly. H 

Mr. Chancellor Pitt ohferved, that from the difficulty the Mr. Pitt, 
Houfe had experienced laft week in making a ballot, there 
was reafon to apprehend that public hufinefs would be delayed, 
if the orders for the confideration of petitions, complaining 
of undue ele&ions, were allowed to ftand as they flood’at 
prefeut. He fhould, therefore, propofe to poftpone the con- ■ 
fideration of the nex$*petition, which flood for the morrow, 

/t^til Thurfday, and that of all the other petitions, in order, 
forNhe fame length of time. 

Mr. Fox ohferved, that the principle of the bill for n?gu- Mr. 
lating the trial of contefted ele&ions was, that undefe they 
were proceeded on, on the days appointed, public bufinfcfs 
fitould upt go on. 4 This provifion the framers of the bill bad 
‘wifely introduced, to.guard againft any inattention bn the 
part of the Houle, or unwillingness to ferve on the part of 
individual Members. To poflpone the confideration of pe¬ 
titions, on pretence of making way for public bufiitefs, would 
therefore be to evade the principle of the MIL It was the 
duty of the Houfe to proceed with the trial of petitions, till 
fuch a period of the feffion as fhewed that more could not be 
gone through, and then to pbftpone the reminder to another 
fefljon; hut they were not at liberty to fW>p fliort in the 
middle, and adjourn, the confi defat too of thole for which 
days were appointed, from one day, or from one week, to 
another. The next petition to be heatd was from Scotland, 
an J any delay mull tiece&arily be«at$£«ded With a great ex¬ 
pence to the parties. ~ He. mouldy * therefore, opgofe any 

chance 
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iple, and from un 
attention to the particular inconvenience* ’ ( c 

Mr. P*tt. Mr. Chancellor Pitt remarked, that when he oppofisd'a 
finxilar motion, on a former day, delay of public bufineft'w.<a 
apprehended, hut had not been aftually experienced Delay 
had now been experienced, the Houfe having been unable to 
proceed to a ballot for two days. The number gf gentV- 
tnen who had lerved on Committees, and w bo confe- 
quently excufed from ferving again, was novy much in- 
creafed; and all that he propofed went only to this, that 
there fhould not be three Committees to be balloted foi in 
one week, whetl the Houfe had appointed but two. It was 
tr^e, that the principle of the bill was, that the Houfe Ihould 
not proceed to other buPnef>, without fiifl biltating fora 
Commitree, when a J Aallot was appointed; but it w'as not 
the principle of the bill that the Houfe fhould io appoint the 
days of ballot, as to make both a ballot and pioceedmg on 
public bufinds impra&icublc. 

Mr.Grey. Mr. Gny faid, that the number of gentlemen who had 
ferved on Committees would certainly not be lefs on Thurf- 
day than on Tuefday; and if the remaining petitions were 
to be put off whenever the Houfe failed to make a ballot, it 
might happen every week, and their own neg!e£t of duty be 
made the* excufe for repeated delays. 

Sir James Sir J . St . Clair Etjkine declared, that if the number of gen* 

St. Clair tlemen who were excufed frpm ferving on Committees, by 
Srikine. having ferved already/ was lb great a$ Jo prevent the Houfe 
from going on, the toll afforded a remedy, and this was, by** 
making an order that fuch excufes Ihould not be admitted. 

Mr. Mr. Ft antis oblbrved, that to allow petitions tobepoft- 
Vnmcis. poned, on the mere motion of any Member, was putting 
into the hands of the Minifler a power capable of great abufe. 
He did not mean to fay that it would be abufed by the right 
honourable gentleman, but it certainly might by others. 
Mr.Baker Mr. Bohr was of opinidn that the Houfe ought to pro- 
ceed according to its former orders; but previous to any de¬ 
claration that thole who had already ferved on Committees 
were to be excufed, thole who had not fhould be obliged to 
attend. A call of the Houfe could not be ordered without 
notice, but he believed it was practicable, though not ufual, 
to fend fpecial notices to particular Members to attend in 
their places on o particular day. 

„ t The queftion wa? put, That the order for taking into con- 
fideratioo the petition complaining of an undue ele&ion -for 
Dumfries, on Tuefday the aad March, be difeharged, and 
the Hpufe divided; * 

, Aye% yji Noes, 31.* Majority 26, 
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change bf-the day, upon the general princ 


The 



in 


■ IrheMl! for granting relief to Roman Catholic* was read * 
fec#Hd tim<s and onthemotian that tt be committed, 

1 t&'A/aftcr of the Rolls remarked, that the fame accuracy Maftcro£ 
of wonllu g had not taken place iA this bill, as in the Tole* theRoiU; 
ration act, and other a&$ for the fame purpofe. He confi¬ 
dence! it as more proper and coxififtent with form, that the 
]awb % whjcl> were intended tb be repealed by this bill, ihould* 
have been particularly re-'ited, and referred to, than that 
they fljouli* Anly have hem mentioned in general terms.— 

He had made this ohfervation not with any intention of op- 
pofmg the bill, but oniy that he might not takethe honour¬ 
able gentleman who had brought in the bill by furprife, if he 
fliouid move in the Committee for adopting an alteration ip 
the martier of wording it* ' 1 - 

Mr. Mitfcra begged leave to aflure the honourable and Mr. 
learned gentleman, that he would find his obje&ions to the Mitford* 
m.muei of wording the hill removed, if he considered the dif¬ 
ficulty, in fuch a vaft body of laws, of particularly enume- 
rating and referring to them all; the Toleration a & was by 
no mean worded wbh fo much precifion as the prefent bill. 

It appeared to him, that the manner in which the bill was 
at prefent rxpreffed, was the cleareft and moft explicit. In- 
Head of referring to the particular a£ts which were tc*be re¬ 
pealed, rhofe objedts which were intended by the bill were, 
fully and difiindlly enumerated ; and he trufied, that if the 
honourable gentleman would pay tlmfiftne attention to the 
fubjedl as the framers of the bill, he would be equally con¬ 
vince! of the propriety of the mode which had been 
adopted. 

The hill was ordered to be committed on the enfoing 
Thuifday. v v . 

The Houfe adjourned. 


JT**J* 9 f 2 zd Mirth 

Mr. Henry Hobart, from the Sele& Committeesi®o were 
appointed to try and determine the merits,of thepetition of 
William Paxton, Efq.; and a]f<> the petition of the feveral 
perfons whofe pames are thereunto fubferibed, on behalf of 
them leives and ethers, being legal electors of Members to 
fei ve in Parliament/or the borough of Newark* in the county 
of Nottingham, fevetally complaining of »an undue eleflion 
and return for the foid borough, informed the Houfe, 
Tharthe faid Seleft Committee Have determined, 

That the light of voting for Members<o ferve in Parlia¬ 
ment for the borough of Newark, in county of Not ting* 

ham, is in the Mayor, Aldermen, and, all the inhabitants 
paying foot and lot within the faid borough. 

That 



j&Ujt 

If* 


i^iraWlifaltoAn* Crolbie, Efij. is duly eleflfed a Burgeft to 
, t 'Save io'thia prefent Parliament for the borough of Newark, 
f *ia t<ie county of Nottingham ; . / 

And that John Manners* Sutton, Efq. is duly el/ded a 
Burgefsto larve in this prefent Parliament folrthe laid borough 
ot Newark. JT 

The order of the day for the noufe to refolve ftfelf vnto a 
Committee on thebil) relative to UnreceivedJDividends, was 
* read; and on the motion for the Speaker’s leavihg the chair, 
Mr. Whit- Mr. Ithhbrtad find, that he Arnold not detain the Houle 

bread. by any apology for venturing to offer himfelf to the notice of 
the Speaker at that moment; tnxaufe ht was fo thoioughly 
convinced of $he fetal effects With which the prefent meature, 
if canted into oxmtion, would be attended, that ft became 
his MjUtfpenfabfe dbty to Oppofe it in every ilage of its pro- 
grefo. Withiihis motive, ht* now role to ftate the grounds 
«f bis oppofittOd, at the unr tune craving the ind jlgenct ot 
idle Houle for an inability and inexperience, of which he was 
XBOrft fully fenfible, and which he feared would be hut too 
evident in the courfe of the obfttrvitions he Ihould offer. 'I ill 
the day of tire laft debate, he hid entertained the molt im- 
gnine hopes that the right honourable gentleman, perceiving 
she alarm and difappiobatnn which his firft mention of the 
Milan had produced, not only among th“ Members of Oppo- 
t^jrriwn, but among thofe who, on other occalions, were tc- 
> euftomed to f.mdlidn and aid 1ns meaiuics; pe ceiving illn 
theforaacnf Which liad been railed, and was daily inci ealm r. 
would no tfljnger have perfifted in this fchem- of violate a id 
fubterfuge ! l two exuernes, the hadqual tits of which it w is 
uJe&oft nnpofflihle to unite, but which h *ie were mgeniouflv 
Ahd Kpshappily combined, It was violent, inalmuch as it 
».f|ferttclt fc$tRi root and balls of all public credit m this coun- 
** iry; tvafive, inqfonttch as it held out to ic 

ijpjifo totals ciMitVfc that by adopting it, they would be 
ImtlmljliMim btgrdl&y whl^tt in&ft, thiy will eventually, 
aaifAfeips wfefi accumulates intereft, be obliged trf beat; 
Miaftinucb as its utmoft pretpdfions can only be, to watd off 
for a time the evil day it canmfowholly avert. He undei- 
ftood that it had been much thflufaihion for gentlemen of 
landed property approve titfe projed, not from an invefti- 
jgtfum of its meritf'br tie, net it, its jttdiceor injuft ice, but be- 
vllaufe it fcreried them from addmoitol u.xe$. It was a good 
/ijufoctplc, m his mipd, for a man to qcquiefce m an ot 
’JfiJutU«e tt> otheis, b.canfe hb b,f that means wa? refcm d fi om 

* S««onverii#nce, or even d'ftrtdMwimfeif; moreover, it wis 
_ • narrow ana ftfort-fighted fraHcy. Thefe bmde»s from 

* tyfeieh there wan tip* procured a temporary exemption. Would 
come with double force at a tune when the public was lefs 

•able 
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able to bear them. lit the laft debate, the fabjedl had been 
bundled in the naoft maderly manner by a right honour lble 
futnd, who iat hear him; the arguments which he produced 
wer» full, clear, and conclufive, and as had appeared from 
the anlvvei, Which was attempted to be given, mcontroveit- 
hle. He had expend th it tiie light honourable gtntlcmm, 
when he .introduced the mealure, would have mentioned like- 
wile the leafons upon which be founded it. In (lead of that, 
hiwevei, he hid left them to be prefumed, and rdtrved to 
11 nk It thi pi iv ih ge of hating them, when he replied to the 
objidtions lgtnift rhemelfuie. It now appeared that his 
n,n honourable friend, to whom he before alluded* had 
bun able to |m lu me ill thofe reafpns, and. to refute them, 
b< fo v,they could be adv inctd oil the* jj&de which they were 
inten I d to de mil. He theii fore had only a few Words to 
iiy in oppolition to the mealuic, after tl\e full and able dif- 
tulhonol its diliilyantagiv, which hid already ttojlsen place. 
It had been ll iteil it the fount i debate, that the mcifure was 
i breach of a lolerpn contii'd between the public and the 
public creditor, and fj he contended it W4fe 1 ^'JT<be ptinciple 
of the bill had been piovul to be bid; honoui- 

ilile ’ ntleinm had, in hi mind, admitted it to be fo, by not 
puilimg it faithtr. If it w is ically found and good*it would 
Invc borne him out to its fulled extent, oi it was no prin¬ 
ciple at all. If 100,0001. w is a fufficicnt floating balance 
now. it w iv fufbciuit ic ill times; that ought to he the flan- 
il ml to g i bv, and all Dal nice above* 100 , 0001 . fhould he 
t ih. n fiom the 1»ink, whenivu my iucli was to be found. 
He knew of nd exiding law, and indeed the hill on the t tble 
piovul no luch law d d exift, not any exiding principle of 
lullice upon which any law could hr fr lined, tojudlty luclx 
‘“tlepieditions upon private pro[ieitv. It money wiv to be 
«^ikcn fnJin the Ji ink, why w >s it not to be followed through 
all the tlepolitv of tiulV 5 Why was it not to Ik* leizcd in the 
hands of the puvate Bankm, in order to he appford 10 the 
public fervice^ Niy, why w iv it not tube feiicpleven m the 
bureau, aftei u had been depofited there a certain t.mc, and 
tiansfeueil to the Txchequo > Why was not av nice to be 
traced into its mod fecrct riceflis, and forced toiurrender its 
hoarded trealities J What difttfence could fubfid between the 
meafure and the cales which had been dated Was the rea- 
ion why money was to be appiopuated in the Hank, and not 
H»any other depofit of tiuft, only bcciufe it was known to 
betheie 5 rnJ was the fecrely with which a man, couJW con¬ 
ceal his propeitv, the fured means # of prefervflUEtt ? With 
regaid to the nature of the kcunty, it was prop«@ip,j$»|> thU 
fhould be tiansferted from the Bank to the£xch)M^M'< The 
Vol. XXV III. 4.E > alte- 
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j&ttation was by no means favourable w> tfifc creditor, fhe 
.'Bank, as a trading company, might be in a flouri filing {late, 
V'when the cafe might he* fuppofed that the Exchequei did not 
poffds a 0 filing. There was no reafon that the rum of the 
llxchequtr Jhould pi educe the ruin of the Bank. But if the 
Bank weie ruined, the refource to which the Cxchfequcranuft 
have recourfe for fupplie 9 would then he cut otF. 1 he right 
honourable gentleman had ftated that, except tti one or two 
mftances, there had every week been remaming in the Ex¬ 
chequer sucafh balance of 500 , 000 ?. Why then fhould not 
this'money, be employed for the public fervice, m pieference 
to the fun* which was striked to he appropriated from the 
Bank } To put a jSjtbfiiar cafe, he would Bate that a gentle* 
man had kept his Cafh at a certain Banker's for lome yeais; 
that from having always found his demands punctually an- 
fwered, he Had acquired the utmoll confidence that whatev<r 
Was placed in that Banker's hands was fecure. Should k he 
propokd to him by a third perfoo, to take a certain pot lion, 
etf ms money out of the care of his Banker, and lend it to 
that third perfon, who might aflure hrm his fecurity was 
perfe&Iy good; and in confirmation of it might fay, “ I have 
* c alws^s lying by me a fum equal to that T wifh to borrow 
** from you” It would ftrike the mind of the lender, that 
jflgtwas rather extraordmaiy that, under fuch circumflance , 
/lid fc ould want tp borrow the money at all; hut he would 
'jmturatiy go heyend this, and afk, u In cafe your money 
* Aottld be fpGtft* what fecurity have I thenIf the swlwer 
Should be^ u Oh * in that cafe, 1 wilt ifiue my notes at any 
” di{count, and raife money to faijsfy your demands.” He 
(rnftft 'eanfeft, he thought the original and tried fecurity 

Std b, .throne preferred and adhered to. It was exadtly 
throe, Is, coB^ded, in the prefent inftance; for, af.%-' 
jjSAoik fetthfAUrtt 1 , bills Wt riw feiurity to be refted 
Uptek* ‘Tfeaccuttttraltyo of fatritjes leminded him of the 
4 o&mie «jf , ‘stn ancient Pliilofopner, Whb maintained that the 
* earth was fupported by an elephant. This dogma was cur* 

,seajt tin his fchool, till one of tut dlfqepfes afked him, on what 
the elephant flood? The artfwer was,' a tortoife. On pufh- 
, tag (be hqun y fatther» end' afking on what jthe tortoife flood J 
uM was found the tortoife bad nothing to (land upon ; and 
the whole theory fell* This was an exafi parallel to 
‘ which wasfirfl tohfc the lOOjOOol. in the Bafek, 
~ i,oool. in Exchequer, and that bn 
ipWere in nothing. It had bAn 
that the raeafure of appropriating the 


oft ttrt 
KrtftXKrted, as a 



'^rldends bad excite#tie alarm, and mot with* no dlfappro* 
, IWmni among the public creditors, that Ante its firfli inrima- 

tidn, 



appoiite, t he public creditors did not certainly «i{h their 
money tote appropriated. bttt by their conduct in allowing 
ir totontmue in rhe'Bartk, they gave a proof of their confi¬ 
dence in the Public, and their afihrance that the bill would 
not be pe/nntwd to pafs. A remarkable expression h id fallen 
fiom the, i ight honourable gentleman, that the pi ice of flocks 
for'lodie time paft had rifen, in circumftanees. very unfavour¬ 
able to fuch rile. Might it he pioper to a 4 k the light ho- 
noui able gentleman, who from his fituation alone could be 
Acquainted, what tfeofe citcumftances were \ the inquiry 
wa cei tai'iiy o( the niofl material confequence to the nation. 
Aft r all the bailie which had been heard of the Sounfhing 
fiate ottlie nation, and the important afoaftfegte acquired by 
the l.T\e convention with Spain, it mjfcnt father have been 
(uppoleil that tlie circomflances of the tiijae weft highly fa* 
\ ourjble to a rile of flocks. 1 ‘he next thing he ihould touch 
upon, was the confent of the iloCk-holders, upon the unequi¬ 
vocal proof of which, the right honourable gentleman had 
conlented to reft His meafure; and he had endeavoured to 
jnovc this confent from inference. In working up the in* 
ft reed confent, the right honourable gentleman (us purpofely, 
and indeed wifely, fet afide one ingredient, which would not 
very wt II afttmilate with tlie reft of the compofition j he 
meant the letter fubjoined to the Bank petition, a voluntary 
and exprefs diflent, entered into by ten refpedhMe houfes. 
The light honourable gentleman got over this, by faying, 
their authoi ity, in their prefent inftanodj’ ought to Kaveleaft 
weight, becaufe they were foreign agents, and Confecpaently 
received the dividends regularly for thojl by Whom they were 
appointed. But it was to be remarked, that thefe gentlemen 
4 vere not only agents but proprietors: and if, 4s hod jUftJfT 
yj>een flawed, even the oppolition of an indifjdUlii / Ought not 
to be overlooked^ was pot the oppofiran of t*SO fefpedUblc 
names, in which they Were fecondjsd jwfo mnnyftbei*,en¬ 
titled to fome regard? After all, roppoluigevmtm principle 
of the meafure to be laudable, and tlie ft'curitV wbich it of¬ 
fered good, and the confent of the flock-holders obtained, 
all which he ahfolutely denied, flill he ftioutd opnOle the 
meafure, as contrary to that fyftem of finance which had 
been held out by the right honourable gentleman. Infring¬ 
ing forwaid his armament budget, he had called loudly and 
eloquently upon the Members to look their fituation in tht 
late, and make a fair and manly provision for its exigencies { 
no call had ever been (note univerfally ^nfwewd TO thofe 
gentlemen who thought 1 that the oonventian had been bene- 
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r^wever, to thoifeg^ did, tlrat 

'great and unpardonablein'the 
conduflfc of that convention, w1ii]*J|$p ad vantages 'had been 
fecured, to pay, by ati : ^ffort v of their pwny the price and 
burden of the;rafhne{j$ ,a;^d folly that-Jjad been commit led in 
thfirownday. It wa^pot known at what rime this money, 
yWSh could .only afford a temporary refomce, might be 
jellied for, aud ihongh it bad been frid rh.tr it was not'fair to 
fflppofc extrdmft^ furely it would be allowed that it, 
'%{$$' not only .^Irately proper,- byt v neceflaiy, to'fyppofe 
^gpoi ui^buhnefs P^fent, where the public credit 

y^as' at ftlke,-and V|here, if once a panic was taken, it would 
;cemhtly leadj^Vj^bities,.. On thefe,grounds collaterally,' 
ah^bn'all tbpfel^ had before Hated, he would contend fc< that 
“ the Speaker d i not leave the chair.” ’ 

Wl$*&hferved a that all the tt* Zoning to which the 
l^pSibjJt^hle gentleman who {poke lalt had chufen tordoir, 
\afc$e‘fopcfij the Opinion that the money paid into the Rank. 

% ftfts ever after, there foi the pui pole for which it is juid, arid 
V f h#t all cfbxne&ion and inrercit m that money cer.tfe with the 
or tlipfe entrusted with the management of pub'ic 
‘’“"ijteft* Jf this opinion .were Jiot well founded, all Ins aigu - 
thc.^rgupd. It was necefiary to ievert to the 
rar%mate^npo]i the auilmmy of which the mouy 
jllffucd. No jp&tition had been made, oi the terms of the 
, ordinal central, ft is thue pmvidedy that ceriainanuni- 
tie^$>&&iven, and that money, on Certain davs t be put into 
Ban^:. for the payment of thefe annuities: 
s m|l into the haml^bf rhe Oafhienby v»ay^ 

Jiefe conveyed to his mind 

Mat tip liberty to refume 

no|| l wn^was' the' Ca liner called upon \— 
& W]ii takefn, of balance remaining in his 

'extent of the cije^ement between the Public 
^ <w ^^f , J? u blic creditor was, that ikcuild be iffued, 

^4.:.^ to-time, in order $o difchargfc the.claims of inte- 
that fecurity, rad "always be abi ded. If fnch 
yvis-fSind in the| p^feht hill, nothing farther could 
k;V lf the alteraiix^jiof/rhe fecuirjjty was conceived^ 
' r ^ion,Jt.was an which equally applied' 

‘^“r^appropriar 
tfefent bt 


the payment of the 
bH^$o‘o,oopI. was always 
'mipediate clainx. Any defer 
" ' ' “ : .ciency 




th’e IS e^jy would 

be required to ifijae bills at inyTiltereft, jnorder completely 
to fatisfy the claims-Wf the creditors. Th$„. creditors ftere 
not required to« 4 ffkethefe bills,; tfiey wereTonTy to be em- 
ployed.as the intfdiqa#of procuring the neceffary fom. As 
to thppoint of public opinion, itj appeared That no alarm had 
been taken from the prefent meafurp. The fum ofthe un¬ 
claimed dividends had confiderablyincfeafed. It might haye 
been expefled, that had any fufpicions been epte¥tained of 
the had confequences of the meafure, a quantity of ftock 
would have been fold at a dirftlnifhed price, whereas the re¬ 
verie would appear to be the cafe. , • 

Sir fyvjami’i Hem/net, having fir ft c^iferVed that he had Sir Se^t 
been cntrufled with.a |e’.ition again ft the bill, fignqd by a, Hamnww 
moll relpeflable body of ftockhold'ers, whicbj he,hoped, how- - ’ 

ever, it would not be neceffary to prefent, pronounced an 
eulogiom upon Mr. Whitbread, and expatiated concerning 
the ingenuity and elgqutmce with which he had oppofed the 
hill at this early period of Ills appearance in the Hbtlfe; * He' 
ivnewed the proportion which he had made before, to which’ 
he was confident of the affent of the Hank, that the-M snifter, 
ftiould take 500,cook without Intereft, fo long as it,fhou!d 
remain unclaimed, and thus avoid all the violence of the 
meafure piopofed by The hill, leave the Tecurities as they 
were, and prevent unneefftry. alarm. In ho^es that this ex-,' 
pedient might be adopted, he propofed to, adjourn until the 
enfning day. Sir Benjamin remarked, that»|«Cre was a dip 
tm&ion between the right and the power.' The Houfe of 


Commons had no tight to commit injiifticethey had no 
right to do wrong. T he meafure of feizing on the unclaip-^; 
dividei^l^was a robbery, and, as (uch,.it wopidbereftAed. ; 
aniimhapKnciple With that of this ^^|tribu^ieil , 

the American was. Ihj*ffl^luuon t %, 4 - 

journment. '»*[.■&/ ’ . %£$&***' ' 

Mr. Hufjcy obferved that,’ confidCririg the' gro^^tn of the M. 
prefent meafure in the light of a faving df 20,0‘cjdC ' 3 year, Huffey. 
he had lirft fuggefted I10W it could be attained in a much bet¬ 
ter way than by feissirtg&he udcliipied dividends. ...With the’ • ■ 
iamei view, he ,was now ready to. apprbve of th^-expedient 
propofed by the honourable Member, ^t a meeting which , 
had taken place, the Governor and JDtredlors. of t|te Bank 
, hjd propofed to theJMinifter to letid 500,000!. upon Excier . . 
qtxet bills, without fecuri^ii'for a limited t^t^^Eiealkied'tf 
it would be called for, a&Lidpoh beyig ttejpeddd.. 

ofthe loan Was meant 

nnfwer the purpofes of his bill,' ThW^Wefttorf'Ww not ? J wbd- ~ 

. /, *>.Vther‘ • 




Mr. Pitt. 


Mr.Grcy. 
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the^the ptfefeft ma* go6% but whether im ttep 

wa| hrdken > It bad bedn f iid ? that the metoey #a$ p«K w 
>Jte hdnds of the Ga Shier, by way of tpiWtt and v account, 
h&t fuiWy in order to be relumed, bat m older to jtlcertawj 
Jfljat it was paid# 1 he feciinty of the Exchequer ha‘d been 
fiated to be as good as the fecuuty of the JUqk. But it was 
certainly" rather a Strange mode of procedure to take moiuy 
from the public creditor to appropriate ro thpieiyiceof the 
State, and to apply the money m the t xcliequer, voted for 
Other purpofes, *o the payment.of the public cmlitoi. 1 he 
yk^ttfore was certainly a breach" of conttudt, and it had a 
tendency, in prhatevei degiee, to im air the public ciedit. 
On alt other occasions, theMfnifter ?iad been accuflomed to 
regard With a jealous eye every encioachment upon the pub 
}\Ccredit, and thefcrfore, hetiufted that, by dehltiqc horn 
his pnrpofe, he woujd ftn&ly guard agamu theconlequences 
to be dreaded in the prefent instance. 

Mr. Chancellor Ptii anlwcriJ, that the Bank might he 
ready to advance the Sum ot ^oc,cook, hut it was ncceflary 
that the propofal fhould he lad bchrejthe houfe by official 
Whonty, and not, as now, piove entirely a matter of indi¬ 
vidual fuggeftion Noi could it influence the propofil, or 
prevent^, at any future peuod, t om being laid before the 
Houfe^that they fhould now proceed with the Committee. 
Since the circumitance of the conversion had heen men* 
fioned, bethought it neceflary to explain its circumftances* 
*The fum had been ptopofed to be advanced for a limited num¬ 
ber of years* Ttapropofal, however, did not meet the pur- 
ptifes of his MB, which he Ind brought forward on the pto- 
babil/ty that the money w ul 1 never be calkd foi, while, af 
the lame time, he hid thought neceflaiy to provide for tne 
poftibllUy. He Slated then that if tht Bank woikM advince 
thfc fom of 6oo,cooi. till the whole fhould have I \ en caht J 
4br, he WOttfd accede to the proposal, which, J fo* v.nt i.A 
unanimity, he wav ibll willing to do, in this advanced liagt 
of the 

Mr* jGk$ begged leave to congiatulate the right hoooui- 
abltf gentleman uj on the appeatance of an uncxpe&ed pro¬ 
pensity to recede a httle fiom tbe mcafure which he had pro- 
jpofetL It was a moll excellent principle which had been fug* 
gefted by an honourable gentleman, though it ftemed to have 
Seh receive^ with /ome ridicule, that this Houfe had no 

S Jfrt to do wrong, though the right honourable gentleman, 
%he otbifr fide of the Houfe, might be inclined to enter- 
p the fame feritijnents with Caefar, 

u Ote&r did never wrdng without juft qiufe.” 

, Oppofition 
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Oppofttiori to the bill, while founded on the principles of 
jofticp, was not lefs fan&ioned by the maxims of policy. It 
had been alledged, that the contra<& allowed the baIance>to 
be refotned; bttt it feemed to be merely aiTertion, and to 
want al| fuppoft of argument; and, m fuch a cent rad, he 
trufted that it would never lie thought that all (hat was re¬ 
quired* was adherence to the letter, or that any attempt 

* fhould be made to force from the wording couftrudions con¬ 
trary to its principle and fpirit. Such an attempt would draw 
down after it moft mifebievous confluences, and could ne¬ 
ver be (ufficiently reprobated. He felt that he was contend¬ 
ing againft a meafure, which ha^ received the approbation 
of a great majority : but while this cirqpfhftance was to them 
a matter ot triumph, to him it was mat'er of regret. There 
feerned fomewhere to be a feeling of Intereft different from 
the public credit. 11 was remarked by Hume, that the landed 
and monied into eft were infeparable. On the union between 
thun the ficunty of both depended. There was no doubt 
that in fotne inftances ciedit muft be facrificed to felf-ptder- 
vation ; but this principle could rnly be allowed in cafes of 
the greateft extremity. 1 he meafure which was propofed by 
the i ill, was, firft, as had been ftated by his fight,honour¬ 
able friend, injurious to the inteirfls <f the Bank. It had 
b-en faid that they were merely agents. But he would only 
nfk, dots the money belong to the Public? Should he re¬ 
ceive an anlwer m die negative, they wjio afled in the inter¬ 
mediate capacity between the creditors and public, like all 
^ther Bankers, were cerrainly entitled to the ufe of the mo- 
"by, while it was allowed to continue in theiflt hands. If the 
°Jvernrttent was left at liberty hy the original contract to 
take tfy ^* •'ley, why was it now neceflary to frame an ad of 

‘eTafflamAll for the purpofe? With regard to the queftrow of 
Security, if* by this bill, H appeared -that the jfemirii y was 
changed, no neceffity exifted for insulting WihMfcer ft was 
good. 1 he principle, not the mode or degree;* the ob¬ 
ject of condemnation. The fecurity. could not he changed 
without the confent of the public creditors. It had been 
ftated, that the alteration extended merely to the foun, and 
not to the fubftance: but the Minifter had as much right to 
withhold part of the iiTues, as to withdraw thf money which 
was due, if not immediately claimed. In both cafes, the cre- 

„ditor, even though lie nceived his own dividend, without 
any diminution, had a right to Complain that the general Se¬ 
curity was weakened. It had been.conte^d^hat tboft-cre¬ 
ditors who were chffatisfied with the oill^ at liberty to 
exprefs their difapprobatinn, by withdrawing their mdney. 

Btw caufd it be inferred that they were afforded a fair pro- 

* * petty? 
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periy ? Several of tholt creditors foreigners. Trf dtder 
to withdraw their money* they were undei the neceflity ter 
employing agents* of incurring nouble and expence, only 
again to mvefi their property in that fecurity, of which they 
atprefent tnjoytd the benefit wilhout incumbtance. Was 
the formality of a lettir of /Attorney nectflary in order Togivt 
their i ght additional fhenptli and validity ? or did it become 
lefs then progeny, btuufe it had not been received? In the 
mean time, while the njom y was unclaimed, the ufe am, 
profit natuially belonged to the Bankers. Iht opinions 01 
thetnoil eminent Lawyers on this point had already been 
placed by his right honourable friend in a clt u point of view. 
An inference to tht I urp purpofe might he gathered hom 
what had fallen ^om*Mi. Wood, that if the Bank fhould 
embezzle tht mont-y, Government wuc not obliged to make 
up the deficiency. In thefe circumftanD s, be hoped that 
recouife would not be had to any word oi letter to oveitum 
what was eudtently the fpmt and mtamng of the aft, and 
that if iome bad precedents had already been quoted, the 
Houfe would only prove more careful not to add to the num 
ber. In order that the meafuie propofol by the hill fhould be 
carried into execution, the conhnt of every flockholder was 
tieceflary. If 500,000k fhould be taken* their fccunty was 
fo much dimimfhed. If the money fhould be withdrawn, 
what was it* aftei all, but a ttmporarv i ivmg of nitcrfcft, 
^put chafed at the txuenceof doubts and ilums, and attend'd 
with a violation of t the rights of individuals, and the d mgr 
of injury to th* public credit ' Fie would conclude with quot 
mg a pafiage from Hume’s Lffiy on the Public Citdit, 1 
author whomjie had befoie had occufion to mention.— 44 
u right of felf preservation is undeniable m evcrywmlivi^ ce 
u much more in every community. And the tidy of trk 
u Stateftnen muft then be greater than the foh^ tliofc ^ * 
fitft contrafted debt, or, what is mote, if thole \vh > 
w fruited* or continue to truft, this fecuritv, if thefe Statt i 
4t men have the meant of fafety m tluir hand*, and do rnn 
** employ them. The funds mated and mortgaged, Will h\ 

** that time bung in a*hrge yeatly revenue, lufficient foi the 
** defence and fecunLy of the nation* Money was, peihips 
* u lying in the Exchequer ready foi the difcharge of the qun 
cc terly intnyft. Neceffity calls, tear urges, reifon exhorts. 

coirtpaffion alone exclaims; the money will immed'atelv 
^ jbe fenced for the current fervice under the moft folemn 
** proteflations perhaps of being immediately replaced. But 
** m more is requifite. The whole fabric, alrgdy tottering* 
ft falls to the ground, and buries thoufands mm rums.” 
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CMtrt^Ke^s ■■■*£ Acparnitto^yd, roji tended .that##' Bank : s 

had no tight to ufe stay<of ^m^aieyi'or profits which might , $ 
arife from its.being placed there; fISe fatcd the allowance 
of too&ool. pgr annum, which w''Bank toCeived from Go* 
vernment fop Iran failing their bwfinefs, and contended that 
they could coitfidered in no other light but as agents; 
therefore, thoi&gfcatleraen who hid been ftated to be truftees, 

, in his opinion, had very indifferent grounds to gp upon; 
the money was now lying ufelefs in the Bank,to every per- 
• fon who could ha ve any juft claim to life it, andwas certainly 
a proper obje£lr for Government to apply to the public fer- 
vice. For his own part, he did not believ^jftiatany perTon, 
in or gut of the Houfe, believed that thewiik had any right 
to keep thefe balances in their hands; -and he woul^allert, 
that according to the very a& of ParliamefH; which placed it 
in their hands, no fuch right to keep, it wai^recognized} on 
the contrary, he was clearly of opinion, that the Exchequer 
might not only call for it, but enforce the payment-o£ r it by 
pracefs; yet it muff be admitted, that if the Exi^equ^r Vjjfere 
to call for balance conformable to the ftate of accounts made., 
out a year and a half before, the Bank might anfwer, « Vjfp 
« certainly did owe, that fom, and rmift have paid it, but 
44 fince that time we have paid moil part of it, arid* we have 
“ not now fo much in,our pofleffion.” He foouM*howeVer, v 
venture to contend, that the Exchequer could leg$|y call fop 
the balance from arrears on dividends on ^jp^blic foods veil¬ 
ed in the Bank. It had been mentioned, aj%| #Att exultingly, . 

gentlemen on the other fide, that there w&salways in the 
ykjehequer, as they heard from authority, ,a fprplus not lels 
,, and they had alked what was the reafon for 
balance for the public lervice, rather than re¬ 
am from the Bmk, fromwhom they had no 
l ?, To thivhe would anfjiser, tbit,the fqrplus 
ftared to be in the Exchequer, was the#&; on ,tf^^?i»fteirprefi 
a< 5 U of Parliament, as a provifion for particuli^&td fp^ci - 
fied purpofes, and could not be interfered with; ;wikereas he 
had yet heard nothing to fatisfy him why .the floating ba¬ 
lances in,the Bank Ihould not be appropriated, nor any,argu¬ 
ments againfl the meafure but wfoat were founded on impro¬ 
babilities. 

Sir J. St . Cla'r Erfkine remarked, that he cop Id not avoid Sir James 
^liflening with altoni foment, arid he believed that the Turpjrife St. CUir 
"“"of numbers in the Houfe was ^qual to his own, wU$wk,the Erlkine. 

i . II . V . 1 , r* t . . A___: * * 


•r; the ftrange af- 
the;Shl4 


honourable gentleman flickered htmftftf Ui 
lertion tharthe laws of the couiuty f— 
and violent attempt which was made by'tW ml on trlwi tabic, 
^Jta^XVIH. • 4f to 



f ^iiry it at' alt againft the 

creditors* Th&t the confent of the public credi- 
tbr had bfeen, in any degree, obtained, he denied, and there¬ 
fore nrnift confide* the prefect bill as a dire£b preach of the 
contra^ exifiing by a&s of Parliament between the Public 
arid ftfe public creditor* He contended agaidfc Mr* Rofe’s 
proportion, that the Exchequer had a right to call for* the 
floating balances hi’the Bank, and aflerted that np fuch right 
exiAed^ on t^e contrary, that the whole of the honourable 
geftlleroatf s'mafohing went to encourage and pradtile a me¬ 
ditated fraud upon the public creditor; a fraud that was glar¬ 
ing, not dangerous in its confequences from the 
fcemitig approbatiotf which this obnoxious meafure hajl met 
with rver fince it canSe into the Houfe, From the manner 
tn which money Was paid into the Bank, by thole whofe real 
property it wasp and who chofe to have it there, and no 
where elfe, there could be no right or power whatever to 
take it out of the Bank, without the confent of thole who 
weitrthe real and only proprietors of it. He always confi- 
jSmei the Bank, not rrferely as agents, which fome gentlemen 
v ^|lhed to do, but as truftees likewiie for the public creditor. 
*i%e honourable gentleman had laid that there was no law 
which gave the Bank a right to keep this money, or to ufe 
it for theif own profit and advantage. He might as well, at 
t$fe fame time, have Hated, that there \v*s no particular law 
which authorised’private Bankers to ufe, for theii own pro¬ 
fit, the fum$ dF^ouey which their cuflo.ners left in tneir 


be tttfrr 

confent ©f 


hands; and life believed that no perfon w> uld fuppofe that it 
remained perFefily ufelefs in the private Bankers hands, n* ie 
indeed could any perfon he wananted m entertaining fuch0 ce 
idea. The cafe with the Bank of England was jjqf^clly 
fame; and' as both were obliged to pay the 
niftnd of their cuftomers, it was impoflible that any law could 
apply to:tlieir tranfaffions; becauie every particular act mull 
have a 1 fitted ti-ne for its operation ; and in the cafe of mo¬ 
ney being in the Bank, or with any private Banker, payable 
' Jon tfenVand at the will and caprice of the cuftomer, no fuch 
could be fixed. Stopping the quarterly iflues from 
tfie Exchequer, for particular purpofes, and putting them to 
Others, he c^nfidered to be quite as fair and juft as the right 
Which the honourable gentleman wiflied to give to the Lx- 
of feiziog the money .of the public creditor, and m 
* chaBgii>g the fecuritv without his confent. He laid it down 
as a q^xim, that public neceffity and good faith in the nation 
"only to he maintained by a due obfervance of the con¬ 
tras, whatever they might be, which the country had ert- 

X tfisrd 


-^ creditor* '.iffll i^rent bill 

imm^ 0 &d intoa hW-f M Would affirm that it ’wjkA pofitivfe 
violation of public faith, public ch^after, and public juftice. 

He next adverted to the pofitive distent which had been given 
to thw bill, and that from people highly refpe&able in point 
of numbers, confequence, and chara&cr. He t^jp took no¬ 
tice of the letter that was fubjoined to the petition from the 
Bank; which, f^om its nature aftd contents, as well as from 
the fjgnarures affixed to it, had great weight with him, how¬ 
ever lightly the right honourable gentleman might treat them. 

That right honourable gentleman had Hated*: 1 on a former 
day, that no attention was due to thofe gentlemen, becaufe 
they were merely agents for foreigners, and but little inte- 
refted in the event of the prefent queftitn, for it was known 
that they drew out their dividends on the day they wfere due, 
and could not be affis&ed by any meafure which merely re¬ 
garded arrears. Thinking widely different on the queftion, 
he could not help confidering their opinion^ as formed from 
their knowledge of the fentiments of other countries, colleft- 
ed from correfpondence, as worthy of very ferrous attention. 

He had always regarded the opinions of foreigners refpe&ing 
the public credit and good faith of this country, as a matter 
of the greateft importance to our prefent welfare and future 
profperity; and he much feared that .the popularity which 
had attended this meafure amongil that defeription cf men, 
generally called the landed intereft, would add to the other 
bad con*- quences of fuch a precedent. 

thele points, he next proceeded to'fo&h? remarks con¬ 
cerning the conduit of the Exchequer in Charles the Second's 
"mne, and afterwards in King William’s reign. He argued 
o» all that had been offered as precedents for this bill, con- 
tendingf’that no appofire inference whatfoever had been 
that even if this had proved the cafe, it would 
have beeitbvrong to have followed the example. He there¬ 
fore concluded by-thinking, that a 'temporary advantage of 
20 A oool. per annum was an ohjecSt too trifling, eyen when 
fupported by the weak arguments and little precedents which 
had been Hated, to allow the nation to paufe a moment in 
condemning fo unjuft, fo arbitrary, and fo dangerous a mea¬ 
fure. A 

Mr. Fox fa id, that be muft take the liberty, to advert to Mr. Fox. 
the affertion of the honourable gentleman whd,|pokeJail but 
one, that the,Exchequer poflefled a right to iatlyfor thefe 
fums from the Bank; it had been ftated that no pfcrfon 
would venture to deny that right: noV,, he, for one. was 
bold enough to deny that any fuoh legal right exijdea any * 
where; and though this might not he the tU»e to etiter upon 
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t Imrim todifcufs it, and that'at feme Writy 1 -jp^tei^^ng 
SKtaious, now that new ground was ftarted, to havd it fully 
argued and fettled, that tb® path might be known irt which 
tfeey were to tread before they gave any flpafdecHkm upon 
. the hjP b^fare them. : Qn> this occafion, he trufted that the 
CfOiWft Lawyers would alfo come forward, ehd avow that 
right which the Exchequeri was laid topoflfeft; and he was 
the more Anxious to hear them enter into the defence of fo 
iirange a principle, becaufe he Wf uld undertake* howfoever 
flight his protections might be to a decifive inveftigation of 
.. lawqueftions, to bverfet this do&rine, as often as any at- 
temptsihbuld be made for its eftahlifhment. 

Mr. Pitt. Mr* Chancellor Mitt having exprefied his wHhes to avoid 
going^into any difculffonofthat law queftion which the right 
honourable gentleman was inclined to provoke, becaufe he 
did not think tbit a very proper time to have introduced it, 
or to have offered the challenge which the right honourable 
gentleman had thrown out, and upon the iflue of which he, 
nodbubt, expefted fome caufe for triumph, adverted to what 
had fallen from an honourable Dire&or of the Bank on a for- 
*‘*«er day, who had, like others connefted with the Bank, re- 
luffed any ufe which they had of the money as being their 
Caufe or complaint to-day. It appeared that this was to be a 
Jlrong argument for gentlemen on the other fide, though, 
till this hour, it was never underftood that they had made it 
a eonfidcration. 

Mr. Mr. York* contemfkl that th*re were laws which empower- 
iTorke. ed the Exchequer to call upon the Bank for unclaimed arreats^ 
and the public fund| in their hands. Upon this occafion, he 
mull take the liberty »o remark, that a right honourable gen¬ 
tleman (Mr. Fox) did not appear extremely frienjftty to tnb- 
Lawyers, as he fcldom treated them with much^^^lr^uafes 
to Mr. Hume** opinions, which had been Tq ftro/gly put by 
tfnhonourable Member, though he confidered Mr. Hume to 
bepoflefJefTed of great ingenuity in reafoning, and very bril¬ 
liant abilities, flill, upon the fubjeft of public credit, he 
Wasfar, very fir, indeed, from coiifidering his political fen- 
tjnggpft ai infallible. 

Mr. 7 bornton declared that he never had aflerted that the 
TlJBi JBafik had fco profit from money in their hands, although 
theyjuid, in^hVs opinion, Ihewn much better grounds than 
that fcjP tbeir petition. He flared to the Houfe, that the 
Varik was rcfponfjble for the management of the public mo¬ 
ney ; and belides theSicccflary ex pence of that management, 
-had many other difficulties and lofies to encounter, to pro- 
* V;ide againft which,' all the allowances they had were not 
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ovlittxmch. They had 562!. ios«'Upon every million of Ex- 
differ bills; and as to the extent of the claims which 
might come upon the Bank at one time, on the 9th of July 
they Rad paid on one day 500,0001. .of dividends. 

Mr. Burke fatd that, For his oWn part, far from being ad- Mr.Burkt 
verfe to the Lawyers, he refpe&cd them very much, aiid 
more efpecially now that they had adopted a manner entirely 
new, of coming down with their opinions. It had been the 
practice for. Lawyers, to bring with them a voluminous col¬ 
led ion of mufty books of precedents, from which they col- 
lefted their own arguments, and gave information and in* 
ftrudion to thofe who heard them £ and though, doubtlefs, 
this method wasfrequently'too tedious, it was a confolation, 
that when the pleafure of hearing thenafeenled leaft, it was 
fuppofed the inllru&ion was the greatfift. Mr. Burke flated 
the ads of Parliament which had been mentioned, and con¬ 
tended that the Bank were truflees to the Public in every 
fente of the woid, and that no right could 8e any where to 
take the money of their cuftomers out of their hands, and 
place it eli’ewhere, without the content of the parties ; and if 
any fuch power did exift by the laws already made, why- 
come r o Parliament for a new law ? He had often heard it 
offered againit ipicpofed law, and as often thought the ob- 
jedion un.mimoully ftrong, that the purpofes of \hat law 
were already fully anfweied by ads of Pailiament in exift- 
ence. He Hated the circumftance of the Bank being obliged 
to pay upon demand any fum which was left m their hands 
at any tune that it was called foi by the real proprietor, and 
denud that thole who had pioperty vefted by their own 
'hoice m the Bank of England, confide* ed Government as 
tieir tenuity. It was the fecurity of the Bank itfelf which 
sney willed to have, and ought never, and could never, 
v volation of juflice, and every contrad eftahlifhed 
by law between ^ho Public and the public creditor, be changed 
or varied in any lhape, without the confent of all parties 
copcerned. He was not one of rhofe who feared any fudden 
calamity to thofe public creditors w^o were now to have 
their fecunty changed; but he looked with horror to the 
future conl'eq unices of this bill, and tie time when the mo¬ 
ney was to he repaid by Government. It was a poffible cafe 
that this might happen at a period ( f great diftrefs to the 
country ; and it finely was probible that it might happen 
when we weie not in fo flouri/liing a condition aa at prefent; 
when money ind accumulated very fa ft \iu o the country from 
different caufec, and of routfe thofe who wore p jflefled of it, 
liad not lucli immediate occafion to call for it, as they muft 
have in lcis profjkions dints. When tliat period arrives, 

** what 



is to happen to the anfortaas^te c&uritfyy#:hen fh« ; 
njpay/thta -&m to the,real creditors, at a time' w;hen*t|»eret4re 
qtany other preffing demands upon her ? Whjf, fays one right 
honourable gentleman, by the provifions of this bill».‘what> 
«lyer. filiation the country is in, the public creditor muft be 
pah! at whatever interell we can di/pofe of Exchequer bill; 
this was certainly a new Way of fepporting national credits 
b y, a recoufe to ufury. Now, in bis opinion* and he belfeved 
in the opinion-*f all mankind, where any debtor, public or 
private, is obliged to borrow money to pay bis lawful debts 
mm ufurioes terms, that perfon or flate mail in a very thort 
time go to deftrtinSlion. Mr. Burke next contrafted the pre- 
font ftale of the public cmditor with that which it was pro¬ 
posed to put him in. He was now a&ually in the/ullefl: 
prffefikm of his property* and might do with it wliat he 
pleafed*; and when he pleafed, becaufe it lay at his command, 
under the fecurjty that he himfelf approved of; but, fay the 
gentlemen wheh^frieml this bill, we will change that iecu- 
fity, and by oar fcheme meliorate your condition, whether 
yu^confont to it or not. Now, he.ihould be glad to know 
what fecxirity for property could be mentioned, which would 
iferfiorate the condition of aftual poflTeffion. The only prin¬ 
ciple which he could perceive, was the fame as that adopted 
hyacerftitn merry Knight, who had for many ages amufed 
the country, and n$ doubt would for many more; he meant 
Sir John Falftafl 7 : in a converfatien with Juftice Shallow, 
the Knight faid* <c Mr. Shallow, 1 owe thee an hundred 
“ pounds?”-—— u Aye,” replied the Juftice, (but not lb 
fballow neither) (€ I wifli you would give men loan, or pay . 
“ mefomepait thereof.” Hut the Knight fa id, “ Weil,,jv 
u owe it thee.” This lie applied to the Exchequer, taking 
the property of the public creditor out of bis own |jpffdTiony 
and having, it in theirs, telling him, “True* we 
*- but we owe it thee” Whar degree of juftice tpere was in 
this* b? flaou^d leave to the determination of the Houfe. This 
procedure* Mr, Burke added, reminded him of the old pjo- 
verb, u that a bird in the hand is worth two in the bulb;” 
for the right honourable gentleman faid, “ we have changed 
** yoppr only feenrity, the Bank, and have given you feveral 
u other fecuritics in lieu of it,” mentioning the Exchequer, 
and all, that the public credit depends upon; but this bufti 
fo&Ufiry, he imagined, would be preferred by few, when 
compared io pofieflion ; and this he hoped the Lawyers would 
agree Jo, as lie underflood that pofftffion was coufidered to 
be nine points of the'law. As to the queftion-of adjourn¬ 
ment, he was quite again ft ir, and liked it worfe than the 
original querftion, which he was fully prepared to give his 




vpl?»pon;.4iM; fought tfott the quefticfcu of; wketW 
there lifted a legal power or right, as fome gentlemen had 
argued, force this raohey out of t6e Bank, was one wh ch 
ought *to be decided and particularly underftood. He ad- 
dreffed the copntry gentlemen, and warned them -againft 
any attempt to.feparate U>e landed from the mooted intereft 
of this country* This, perhaps, was a time when the coun¬ 
try gcfi:I*men might try that; but a time might come, 
when the ftpckholders would have the power of turning the 
fcale, as had happened in other countries. 

The Houfe divided on Sir Benjamin Hammers motion for 
adjournment; 

Ayes, 54; Noes, 155% Majority 101. 

Soon afterwards, • 

Mr. Fox role, and oblerved, that thS word u account,” in Mr. Fox* 
the preamble, required, in his opinion at leaft, feme "expla¬ 
nation, beenuft* it had been argued, and would be argued af¬ 
ter what had pafFed this night, on different meanings,* julk as 
it fuited thofe who ufsd it for the rime. That the Bank 
were to account to the Exchequer for their management of, 
and tranfaftions with, the public money, he could eafily 
underltr.nd, agreeably to the Hate of accounts which they 
from time to time gave in ; 'but that the Bank was to account 
by paying into the Exchequer the balances which might be on 
theii accounts whenever the Exchequer ordered it* wasquitp 
a different point; and at any rate, before an a <S of Parlia- 
men wa» made, it became neceflary thaf the 1 wording of it 
fhould ne clearly and explicitly underftood, and-until it was 
fo by the Houfe, he thought that no gentleman could give a 
v*ie upon the fubjedf. He fhould have conceived that the 
pr«jambfo*would have run much better in this manner:— 

46 Whertfxs the Bank having paid into the Exchequer, and 
f - ^Uv7'Jufe it is proper to be in poffeIfion of the money 
before you tan ute it; get the money firft, and then enafl: 
how it is to be appropriated. The Bank had the foie right 
to tbs cu'lody of the money ; whatever was their profit, he 
confidercvi :t to be of no couiequence to thequeftion of right; 
mul the conMary doftrine, which had been ftarted that night, 
he averred to he unjuft, impolitic, and unfounded, on any 
principle of law, realon, or common fente. Tlr: honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Yorke) who had reproached him with being 
m enemy to the Lawyers, had done him a moll unmerited 
injuftice;*but however much lie refpedted any piofeffion, lie 
never could forget his duty to his country and his regard for 
juft ice. In the opinions which he had adopted on this bu- 
hnels, 1 k j went with alrnoft all the Eminent men of the pro- 
fefiio:: who Ijad been confulted; one name only he had heard 

men- 
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mentioned, who gave a different opinion, which perhaps 
might be unexceptionable; but he muff beg leave to obferve, 
that to him it was unintelligible. He thought, that as the 
preamble fet forth what was to be the fpirit of the bill, a ne- 
ceffity exifted for perfectly underffartding it previoully to any 
inveliigating debate concerning the nature of the ciaufes. 

Mr. Pitt. 3 VIr. Chancellor Pitt anfwered, that if the r’ght honour¬ 
able gentleman would pleafe to recolleft; he mult be fenfihle 
• that it was common to debate the preamble aftQr theclaufes 
had gone through the Committee; and, for his own parr, he 
knew no reaion why the fame ulage ihould not prevail on 
this as on other occalions. He was likewife fure that there 
were provifions in the different claufes which would fupport 
to the full extent Ifts arguments in favour of the bill. , With 
regard to the Bank acco.untinr to the Exchequer, it was not 
meant to pay any refpett to tIHr perfonal inteieffs, nor, till 
to-night, did he ever imagine that thi* particular point could 
have produced fuch ftrong words as had been ufed in argu¬ 
ment. The money, when it was claimed by the Bank from 
the Exchequer, when emergencies required it, was to be paid 
by impreft, and as little time loft as poffihle, Mr. Pitt next 
mentioned the form of the accounts, and they were regu¬ 
larly at^ftated times to be fettled, and the balance to be car¬ 
ried to the next account, and th? Bank made debtors for it 
till they difeharged themfclves by payment when called for. 
He then ftated ajnppofition, that if the national debt, two 
hundred years ago, Jhad been ten millions, and had been paid 
off*in one hundred and fifty years, and that there now re¬ 
mained a fum of money unclaimed in the Bank, it mights 1 
upon tins ground, he contended, that an txcheqUvT proofs 
would reacli it, and get the money fiom the Bank and fine¬ 
ly, all this was confiftent with a£ts of Pai liame^!, As to 
the cafh balances upon the accounts of Payma- 
officers of Government, they had often been called upon to 
pay in thofe balances, by Exchequer procefs, even before their 
accounts had been fettled. He Ihould, however, decline re¬ 
plying to many obfervations which had proceeded from gen¬ 
tlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, becaufe he wifhed to 
avoid, as much as poffible, entering upon any remarks which 
could biing on a debate not immediately connected with the 
prefent queftipn. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fqx rifing again, obferved tliat he felt it neceflary to 
afftire the right honourable gentleman, (Mr. PittJT in parti¬ 
cular, and the Houfe in general, that it was his wifh and de¬ 
termined refolution to have thjs queftion of legal right fully 
difeuffed and probed to \he bottom; and he not only con- 
fidered it his dxty, but was happy to declare hi^Jecided opi 
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nion again! what had been remarked. He believed that the 
right honourable gentleman’s opinion on that particular ques¬ 
tion, was the fame as his; and he infilled that it became him 
toftate it in the fame fair and open manner to the Houfe, 
that gentlemen might be able to judge properly on the relative 
fituations of the parties interefted. The right honourable 
centleman had eluded, with a particular degree of caution, 
entering into a difeuflion of moll of thofe points which had 
been fluted in oppofition to him both during theprefent even¬ 
ing, and in every other ftage of the debate. He thought 
that the proprietors of unreceived dividends, and all flock- 
holders, were equally interefled and equally entitled to infor¬ 
mal ion and juftice ; and that the meaning of the preamble 
was an dlential pair of the bill, and required to be fully and 
unequivocally explained. If, however, that condu£l ofeva- 
fion, by eluding every inquiry, was to be continued, hemuft 
give it no other name th in fcandalous dealing with 'he Pub¬ 
lic. He meant, as far as he could, not to go over what had 
been agitated in former debates; but this point of the right 
of taking money from the Bank by Exchequer procefs, he 
thought very material and important, and he conceived that 
it ought to be clearly ki.-.vn, whether the public creditors’ 
propercy in the Bank, on their fecurity, was or was/ not, by 
law, in the fituation which the light honourable gcntltmau 
ft a ted, liable to be removed by Exchequer procefs. As to 
the right honourable gentleman’s fuppofnion about the na¬ 
tional debt amouming to ten millions, two hundred years 
ago, and being paid olF in the courfe of that time, leaving 5 
balance in the Bank, lie fhould not hefitate a moment to con- 
"jadict the r ight honourable gentleman’s aflertion that it could 
ip taken by Exchequer proct-ft; the cafe appeared widely dif¬ 
ferent : there certainly was feme perfon who had a juft title 
tins /um , and when, after every rcafonahle time and me¬ 
thod was tried ip vain to find the proper heir, then the law 
had wifely prefumed that there mull be an heir for every 
tiling inheritable, and when that heir could not be found, 
had appointed the King as heir. Upon the queftion how the 
Public had afterwards any claim upon the ufe of the money, 
lie fhould remain filent. It fhould be confiderecl that thele 
were perpetual, and not life annuities; neither could they 
be afFefted in any way by piefcripticn. The cafe of Pay- 
mafters was no ways in point or applicable ; they had no title 
either to thecuftody or the ufe of balances on their accounts; 
and certainly an Exchequer procefs npght be ifiued againft 

them, at any time before payment of balances ; but even 

then, it was ufual to have the efteft of that procefs delayed, 
until their, accounts were fettled. But they were merely 

^XXVIIE a Ci agents, 
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agents, and not truftecs for any pcrfon, or in any fhape; 
and if fuch a power can exift as that contended for by the 
right honourable gentleman, let it be tried in a proper tribu¬ 
nal; let the Exchequer affert its right there, and if either 
judgement or juftice appear in the proceedings, then it may 
become a quetticn for the Legiflature to interfere in. The 
argument upon account and repayment by impreft, had been 
much prefled, but with no great effort on ibofc who heard 
fuch vague and unfatisfadlory reafoiling, l or bis part, lie 
was anxious to fee theft' curious provilious in the bill which 
were to clear up all the myflery and fallacy fet forth in ti e 
pn :\ nble. Let him fee them, and he and many others would 
rt* d ; v ccnfcfs that they had been in the \v:ong, though he 
kii^A that he was in' no danger oi altering his mind, becanfr 
healfo knew that theie were none fuch to produce. 

Mr. Pitt- Mr. Chancellor Pitt, after having obferved that l'ome lx- 
prefliom, which were recurred to in the courfeof the debate, 
appeared rather too violent, explained what he had formerly 
1 'aid concerning floating balance's m ihe B'»nk, and a gued 
that the three months allowed by the hill was a fufiicient time 
to get theconfent of the public creditors. 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Fox maintained that the right to the cuilodv of theft 
fnms wag with the Bank alone, till claimed by the legal pro¬ 
prietors: and that the Bank, in the mean time, had the fame 
title to the ttfufriict of that money, which they had to any 
other cafii in their hands. It was a merelham confent, and 
nothing elfe, which tjie right honourable gentleman imagined 
that he had obtained ; for Mr. Fox infilled that all flock - 
holders, and thofe who may he ftockholders, mull give that 
confent, which can be called a general find propei confei]V 
A man may beverv well fatbfied with Government ilcurity 
juft now', but he may not he fo for ever, or even very icon, 
if circumftances alrcr as they may do. When fus mon^V - !?* 
in the Bank, he can change the ftcurity as often as he likes; 
hut not fo when once Government lias taken it. He paint¬ 
ed in a variety of lights the various inconveniences and hard¬ 
ships attending this meafure, and dreaded the confequ.ences 
as not Jefs deOrurtive from the avowed popularity which 
fome had given, not, perhaps, thinking that the real caufe 
for this attack upon public credit may fooner or later be per¬ 
fectly underfloqd. 

The preamble was po/tponed, and the Committee pro¬ 
ceeded. 

Mr. Mr. Sbcrid'tn contended again ft the provifion in the bill, 
Sheiidan. which enabled the Treafury, in cafe that the fum left in the 
Bank of England fhould be reduced below 100,000!. to iffuls 
Exchequer b ; !l r ns a fecurity to the public cr^ditw^ There 
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were various ftrong arguments againft this power. Confti- 
tutionally, it was a dangerous power; and as to the creditor 
it was.furely a bad commutation to fubflitutc paper in the 
loom of fpecie. By the original contrail, the public cre¬ 
ditors were to be paid in fpecie only. Specie is lodged in 
the hands of the Bank for their payment; and that fpecie is 
to be taken out of their hands, and Exchequer bills to be 
placed in their Bead. Exchequer bills might or might not be 
good payment. If the original bargain declared, that even 
Bank notes fhould not be confidered as good payment, it 
was a violent ineafurc to force upon them that which the ori¬ 
ginal bargain declared were not to be offered. 

Mr. ChifwelJ gave notice, that on the Report he fhould 
move, a claufe, that books fhould be l.ept open at the Bank 
for the inlpcdlion ot names. 

The Committee went through the bill, and the' report 
was ordered to he received upon the enfuing Thurfday. 

The Houfe adjourned. 
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REPORT, &c. 


Tlie SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to examine and ftate the 
feveral Accounts and other Papers, prefented to the Houfe in this 
Seflion of Parliament, relating to the Public Income and Expendi¬ 
ture ; and to report to the Houfe what has been the whole Amount 
of the Public Income and Expenditure during the lall Five Years, 
and what may be expedted to be the Annual Amount thereof in 
future; and alfo what Alteration has taken place in the Amount 
of the Public Debt, fince the 5th Day of January, 1786, 

H AVE proceeded to confider the matter referred to them, under 
the feveral heads of Income, Expenditure, and National Debt, 
and have thought *it right to ftate feparately, under each of thefe 
heads, the rel'ult of their inquiries, as it applies either to the lafl: five 
years, or to the expedlations which may be formed for the future. 

1. Income. 

PAST INCOME. PERMANENT TAXES. 

_§ *• 

The net produce of the different branches of the ordinary revenue 
(exclufive of land and malt) for each of the five years, from the 6th 
ofjanuaiy, 1786, to the 5th of January, 1791, both inclufive, ap¬ 
pears to have been, [Appendix (A) No. 1, 3, 4.] 

1786 - £.11,867,055* 

1787 - - 12,923,! 34 

1788 - - . 13,007,642 

1789 - 13,433,068 

1790 - - 14,072,978 

* After deducing 51,,500!. of retired duties paid by tbt Eu2 Isdia Conpany. 

A Your 
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§ 2 . 

Your Committee, obferving that the Report of the former Com¬ 
mittee, in 1786, has been referred to them, have thought it their 
duty, in confidering the pall income of the country, to compare the 
expectations then formed with the a&ual produce of the taxes upon 
which they were grounded. 

The Committee of 1786 proceeded upon a fuppolition that the 
permanent taxes then fublifting, were likely to produce an¬ 
nually - - aC- ia »797»47 1 

It appears, that thcfe taxes, according to the bell information which 
your Committee have been able to colleCl, have produced, [Appen¬ 
dix (B.) No. I.] 


In 1786 • - 

£-11,836,531 

1787 

12 , 754,795 

1788 

12,812,952 

1789 

13,209,871 

1790 

W ***393 


Making, upon an average - - £.12,879,308 

It is to be obferved, that an alteration was made in the horfe tax, 
in the feflion of 1^86, by which perfons of certain deferiptions were 
exempted from it; and that, in confequence, the affelTment, which 
in the year ending the 5th day of April, 1787, was 13 3,0871., in the 
fubfequent year fell to 101,284!. The accounts from the r J ax Office 
calculate the diminution, by comparing the afleHment of 1786 with 
that of 1789, and make it amount to 37,687!. [Appendix (H,) No. 2.] 
Some allowance ought evidently to be made for this circumllance, in 
comparing the produce of the four lad years with the expectations of 
the former Committee. But, as a final 1 part of this decreafe may be 
fuppofed to have arifen, either from the operation of the tax in re¬ 
ducing the number of horfes, or from the increafe of evafions, which, 
from information given to your Committee, have been confiderablo, 
they have not thought proper to date any paricuhr fum on this ac¬ 
count. 

Some farther allowance ought to be made on account of a tax upon 
linens and duffs, impofed in 1784, which produced in 1785, 27,653!. 
[Appendix (B.) No. 3.] and which was alfo a part of the income upon 
which that Committee grounded their expectations. T his tax was 
repealed in 1785; and ^he advulortm duty, which was impofed in that 
year to replace it, having proved unpioduCtive, was alfo tepcaled by 
the Confoiidation aCl m 1787. 


§ 3 . it 
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§ 3 • 

It appears that the Committee of 1786, in addition to their calcu¬ 
lation of the general produce of the permanent taxes, had made a par¬ 
ticular eftimate of what might be cxpc6ted to be raifed by certain du¬ 
ties, the future annual produce of which they coniidered as likely to 
be different from their adtual amount in the year immediately pre¬ 
ceding. 

Thefe duties were expedled to produce annually, £.2,102,186 

And have produced, upon an average, - - 2,122,600 

notwithflanding the diminution of the horfe tax. [Appendix (C.) 
No. 1.] 


ANNUAL TAXES. 

§ 4 * 

Your Committee have hitherto confined themfelves, in their ftate- 
ments, to the permanent taxes. 

With refpedt to thofe which are annually granted, the LAND TAX, 
after deducing all the charges previous to its coming into the Exche¬ 
quer, except the payments on account of the militia, was calculated 
at - - - £.1,967,650. 

This eflimate was formed upon the average produce of the aids for 
the feven years from 1776 to 1782, ljoth inclufive, upon which the 
payments were fuppofed to be complete at the period to which the ac¬ 
counts before that Committee referred. It appears, however, that, 
fubfeijuent to this period, a fum of 34,1061. [Appendix (D.) No. 1.] 
was received on account of the aids for the*fiud feven years, which 
would have made an addition of 4,8721. to the average flated by them, 
and would have raifed their calculation to - £. 1,972,522. 

From the manner in which this duty is collefled, the accounts of 
the payments of the aids granted for the fervice of the years 1789 and 
1790, cannot yet be made up, and there are ft ill fome (mall arrears on 
the aids of 1787 and 1788. [Appendix (I).) No. 2.] Your Commit¬ 
tee, however, think it right to obferve, that the fum charged annually 
upon the country on account of the land tax, is exadlly the fame, and 
is fubjeft to no other deduftions (except the payments for the militia) 
than what arife from the poundage, which is # alfo invariable, and from 
fome other fmall charges, the fluctuations of which do not aopear to 
have been fuch as to deferve particular notice. Whatever, therefore, 
may be the accidental variations in the.tiines of payment, the real pro¬ 
duce on account of each year muft ultimately prove nearly the fame. 
If your Committee had taken it at*the full amount of the afleffment, 
deducting only the poundage and the above charges, upon ^ 
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average of the years 1786, 1787, and 1788, the refalt would have 
been - - - ^.1^973,651 

But, allowing a fmall fum for any cafual lofs, it may 
be Hated at - - 1,972,000 


« The Mx^LT TAX was eftimated at - £.632,350 

The accounts of the alhial produce of the feveral annual Malt 
Taxes appear complete or.lv for the years 1786, 1787, and t 7 88. 

The average produce paid into the Exchequer, of the aids granted 
for the fervice of thofe years, ha$ been [Ap. (D.) No. 1.] £.597,171 


FUTURE INCOME. PERMANENT TAXES. 


§ S- 

Your Committee proceeded to confider what may be ex pelted to be 
the future income of the count ry. And, in order to eflimate the pro¬ 
duce of the permanent taxes, they have not thought it mceflary to go 
hack to a more did ant period than rhiee years. The fucceffive altera¬ 
tions which have taken place in various branches of the revenue, the 
material changes arifmg from the Confolidation alt, and from the com¬ 
mercial treaty with France, and the particular circumftances attend¬ 
ing the preceding years, feem to make a more remote retrofpelt inap¬ 
plicable to this view of the fubjef. 

The produce of the permanent taxe s , from the 6th day of January, 
1788, to the 5th day cf January, 1791, both incluiive, appears to 
have been, [Appendix (A.) No. 1.] 


In 1788 

1789 

1790 


£ 13,007,642 

1 3 * 43^8 

14,072,978 


Making a total of - £.40,513,688 

Your Committee*, however, think it ncc* j fliry to remark, that the 
account for the year tndmg the 5th day of January, 1790, includes 
fifty-three days of wc.kfv payment upon the letter money; that the 
account for the next year include* the lame number of days of weekly 
payment upon the ccftoms, cxcile, flumps, and fait; and that the 
amount of the payment upon all thole articles together, on the 4th and 
5th days of January, »79 ■, has buprf, [Ap. (DjNo 3.] £. 193^^57 
As this circumhance mull recur rather ohener than in the propor¬ 
tion of once in every iix years, if the above total had been formed 

upon 
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upon the produce of fix years, it would not have been neceffary to 
make any deduction upon this account. But that total having been 
formed (for the reafons already ftated) upon the produce of three year* 
only, half the amount of that weekly payment, being a fum of 
06 828k, mud be dedudcd, and would h nve - £-40,416,860 

The average of tliofe three years would then be - 13,472,286 

Itlsalfo to beobferved, on the other hand, that, in order to form 
“'as accurate a calculation as poflible, fome addition ought to bel¬ 
lowed for beyond this average, on account of whatever may be the ex- 
cefs of the taxes impofed in 1789, above what may be fufficient to re¬ 
place the flioptax, which was repealed in that year. 

It appears by the obfervations in Appendix (B.) No, 1. that the 
a6tual receipt on account of tliofe taxes, cannot he accurately afcer- 
tained ; but if a calculation were to be formed, by deducing from the 
produce of the three lafl years what was received on account of the 
Ihop tax, and what is calculated to hav« been received on account of 
the duties impofed in 1789, and by fubftituting in each year what may 
be expected as the future produce of the Lift-mentioned duties, the re- 
fult would be an addition to the average of between 20,000!. and 
30,000). But, from the fhortnefs of the period finee they were im- 
pofed, the feveral accounts from the Stamp and Tax Offices do not 
appear fufficiently clear and diftinft, to enable your Committee to ftate 
any precife fum upon this account, [(b.) No. 5. 6. f.] 

A fimilar obfervation arifesfrom the increafe of the revenue upoii 
the article of tobacco, fince it has been put under the management of 
the Excife; and, though your Committee are here alfo unwilling to 
hazard any particular calculation, it may be luppofed, fioin the paper* 
referred to, that if this regulation, which took place only in October 
1789, had exifted during the whole of the three years, it would have 
added a confidcrablc lum to the average above ftated. [(A.) No. 2. 2. 
(E.) No. i.j 

ANNUAL TAXES. LAND TAX. 

Tn confidering what i.■» to he taken on account of the Land Tax, 
your Committee have adopted the eftimate already’mentioned, tor the 
reafons there given, and ftate it at - - £.1,972,000 

MALT DUTY, 

^The produce of the duty on Malt, not being, like that of the land 
tax, uniform in its amount, can only be t eft:mated fiom fome former 
average. If this eftimate were fo.med from its produce in 1786, 1787, 
and *788, the refult would he, [Ap. (D.) No. 1.] L'SW * 1 ! 1 

But as the reafons which led the Committee to confine their con- 
fideration of the permanent taxes to three years, do not apply to this, 

it 
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it may be proper to include a greater number of years in the average ; 
efpecially as the produce of this duty depends fo much on the variations 
of the feafons. If taken upon an average of the laft complete live 
years, included in the account given in, it would amount to about 
[Appendix (D) No. i.] £.586,000 

The total average arifing from the Permanent Taxes, and the an¬ 
nual duties upon Land and Malt, exclufive of any additional allowance 
for the taxes impofed in 1789, or for the increafe upon tobacco, would 
be,' upon the above eftimate, 

Permanent taxes - - £.13,472,286 

Land tax - - 1,972,000 

Malt duty - - 586,000 

4 £.16,030,286 


§ 6 . 

Your Committee are fenfible, that any eftimate which can he 
formed of the future produce of a revenue, arifing from fo great a 
number of articles, and neceffarily varying with the fluctuations of 
an extenfive commerce, mull be liable in its nature to uncertainty. 
They think it right, however, to remark, that the average on which 
they have grounded their expectations, is formed upon a revenue 
which has been annually incr?aling *; and that a confklerable propor¬ 
tion of this increafe (as appears from the papers referred to) has taken 
place upon articles of general confumption; and particularly upon 
thofe to which the attention of Parliament has lately been diredted. 
[Appendix (A.) No. 1. 2. 3. 4. (E.) No. 1. 2. 3. 


* Fcrraanent Taxes, and Land and Malt, without any dtduftion on account of 
the fifty-third weekly payment. 


5 years average 
4 years — 

3 years — 

2 years — 

Laft year*®* income 


£.15,618,775 

1 5*9 1 7> 20 5 
16,062, 562 
16,511,023 
16,630,978 


EXTRA- 
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EXTRAORDINARY RESOURCES. 

§ 7. 

Your Committee, having Rated all that they think neceflary to ob- 
ferve. relative to the paft or future produce both of the permanent 
■taxes, and of thofe which, though annually voted, form a part of the 
ordinary income of the country, have judged it proper, before they 
proceed to the other branches of their inquiry, to take notice of fuch 
extraordinary refources, exclufive of money railed by loans, as have 
arifen during the period referred to them. 

There appears to have been applied to the public fervice, 

Fronf refpited duties paid in by th<? Eaft-lndia Com¬ 
pany, [Appendix (A.) No. 2.] - - /.522,500 

From arrears of aids of land taxi d 5or g6 j 131,467 
Ditto - - malt 3 b 1 'l 14,875 

[Appendix (F.) No. 2. V. page 12.] 

From fums remaining in the Exchequer on the 5th clay of 

January 178'}, [Appendix (F.) No. i.J - 1,172,119 

From impreft monies, and monies repaid, [Appendix (F.) 

No. 2. V. page 12.] - 820,165 

From money repaid on account of an advance for foreign 

fecrct fervice, [Appendix (F.) No. 3.] - 34,000 

From fale of French prizes, [Appendix (F.) No. 3.] 3,000 

From army favings, and Chelfea penfioners, [Appendix 
(F.)No. 3.] - - • - *>091,147 

And from profit on the annual lottery, [Appendix (F.) 

No. 4.) 1,212,692 

From the nature of the articles which have compofed thefe extra¬ 
ordinary aids, it is evidently impoflihle to form any eilimate of what 
farther receipt may be expend under fuch of thofe heads as can recuf 
in future. • 

1 he repayment of impreft and other monies may ftill be fuppofed 
to yield fome additional fums; but as thefe principally arife from the 
lettlement of accounts for monies iffued during the laft war, this te<* 
fource cannot be relied on for any length of time; and even while it 
lafts muft be expefled to become every year lefs productive. 

The extent of the refource of a lottery (which has become within 
thefe few years an object of increafed importance) neceflarily depends 
upon circumftances, which make it impoffible to form any certain efti- 
m;ate of the profit to be expected from it; but there is no apparent rea- 
fon to imagine, that, as long as Parliament thinks proper to avail itfelf 
of ibis mode of railing money, it mnj not continue to furnifti as large a 
fum in time of peace as it has lately produced.— No notice is here taken 
of aimy favings, as they are allowed for, to a certain extent, in the army 
eftimates. 


II. EXPEN- 
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II. EXPENDITURE. 


PAST EXPENDITURE. 


§ i* 

The total expence incurred in the laft five years, under the heads of 
Interell and Charges of the National Debt—Intereft of Exchequer Bills 
—Civil Lift—Charges on the Aggregate and Confolidated Funds— 
Navy — Army — Ordnance — Militia — Mifcellaneous Services — 
and Appropriated Duties, appears to have been *, 


For the year 17S6 £.15,720,54.3 

1787 15,620,783 

, *• 1788 15,800,750 

1789 16,030,204! 

1790 1 5 i 9 I2 »597 l 


Appendix 
(F.) No. 5. 
(G.) No. 1. 
(H) No. 1. 
(I.) No. 1. 
(K.) No. 1. 2. 
(L.)No. 1. 2. 
(M.) No. 1. 
(N.) No. 1. 
(O.) No. 1. 
(P.) No. 1. 


§2. . 

No precife eflimate having been lormed by the Committee of 1786 
of what might he expedted to he the total expence of all thofe fervices, 
previous to a permanent peace eftablifhment, it is impofiible to draw 
the fame kind of companion as to the expenditure which your Com¬ 
mittee have attempted to do as to the income. 

Thinking, however, that it would he fatisfa&ory to the Houfe to 
have before them, at one view, a diftindl flatement of all the principal 
charges which compole the above totals, arranged under the general 
heads adopted by that Committee, they have drawn up a table for that 
purpofe, to which they beg leave to refer. [ App. (F.) No. 5.] 

* The expence of the armament of the year 1700, being a part of the charge 
of the year 1791, and having been feparately provided for by Parliament, is not 
here included. 

The grants on this account, as far as they appear in the papers referred to, 
under the heads of Navy—Army—and Ordnance, have been £• 2,811,00o. 

{ Exclufive of the militia. 

future 
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KUT.URE, EXPENDITURE 


The next ohjeft pointed out for their, inquiry* was the probable fu¬ 
ture expenditure, which they have ftated in the fame order, 

•The annual in ter ell and other charges payable upon the public debts, 
as they Hood on the 5th day of January 1791, including the jjitereft 
on the Hock which has been purchafed by the Commiffioners, was 
[Appendix (ti.) No. 2.] - - £.9,289,110 

From this is to be deduced 14,000k, being the intereltot the fhort 
annuities granted in 1789, becaufe the fund from whence this intereft 
is paid does not appear as part of the income, - £, 14,000 

There mull be added, on the othA hand, the interell on the tontine 
loan, it appears that, on the. 5th of April 1791, 21,431k was fet 
apart in the Exchequer to pay half a year’s intereil on that loan, but 
that the future annuity cannot be alceitained with perfect accuracy. 
Taking, however, the whole year’s interell according to this propor¬ 
tion, it woujd Hand at [Appendix (QJ No. 1.] • £.42,862 

The whole amount ol the interell and charges would then be 

£.9>3>7>9? 2 


§ 4 - 

Your Committee called upon the Lords Commiflioners of His Ma- 
jelly’s 1 reafury for an dlimatc of the t*xpence likely to he annually in¬ 
curred under the head of Exchequer hills, upon the land tax, the malt 
duty, and the lupplies. The future charge upon this article is Hated 
by them at [Appendix (R.) No. 1.] £. 260,000 


The fum cliarged upon the confolidated fund, for the fupport pf 
I^Iis Majefty’s houlehold, is [Appendix (I.) No. 1.] £. 898,00(3; 

and, together with 2,000k which is paid by the; Alienation Office* 
before the neat produce of that revenue is paid into the Exchequer, 
forms the whole of the civil lift. 


§ 6 . 

The remaining charges upon this fund in the bit yqar (^xclufive of 
4,oool. paid to his late Royal Highnefs the Duke of Cumberland) ap¬ 
pear to have been [Appendix (I.) No. 1.] - £. 105,385 

§ 7. Your 


B 
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y 7 * " 

Your Committee called upon the different offices for eftimates of 
the future annual expence of the navy, artny, and ordnance; and, ac¬ 
cording to the ftateinents received from them, it is calculated to be as 
fellows, fubjed to the obfervations fubjoined to thofe eftimates. 

Appendix 

For the Navy - £. 2,000,000 (S.) No. 1. 

• For the Army - 1,748,842 ( T.) No 1.2. 

For the Ordnance 375,000 (U.) No. 1. 


The annual charge of the militia, during the only three years unce 
the redudions in that branch of the national fervice, for which the ac¬ 
counts are yet made up, appears to have been, upon an average, [Ap¬ 
pendix (N.) No. 1.] ... - 

But, by an eftimate delivered in for the year 1789, 1790, and 1791, 
it is ftated at [Appendix (N.) No. 2.] - X* 95 > 3 11 


The expeded expence upon the articles ufually included under the 
0 f Milcellaneous Services* is ftated according to the eftimate re¬ 
ceived from the Lords Commiflioners of His Majefty’s Treafury, and 
;amounts to [Appendix (W.)No. i.] - £,• 1209416 


§ 10. , 

The amount of the taxes which ftill remain appropriated for parti¬ 
cular purpofes, not included under any of the preceding heads fil 
charge, appears to have been, upon the average of the three laft years, 
[Appendix (P.) No. 1.] - £.40,252 


The fum direded to he iflued in each year, to the Commiflioners fei 
the redud ion «f the national debt, is - £• 1,000,000 

The total of the fums above ftated is - 


§ 12. It 
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§ 12 . 

It does not appear to your Committee, that it falls within their pro-> 
viijce to confider what other extraordinary expences, not included in 
any eftimate before them, may occur in a courfe of years, as the na¬ 
ture and extent of fuch fervices depend upon circumftances which can¬ 
not be forefeen, and mull be decided upon, by the wifdom of Parlia¬ 
ment, as the occaiions arife. 

" The only article of this nature which has been brought diilin&Iy 
under th? view of your Committee, is the amount of the motley re¬ 
maining due upon the principal and interell of the American and Eaft- 
Florida claims, which has been directed by Parliament to be paid by 
inllallments. 

The principal appears to have amounted, on the ioth of Oflober 
1290, to the fum of [(W.) No. ?|] 1,546,0621, exclufive of the in- 
tereft payable half yearly upon fuch part of it as remains undifcharged, 
and exclufive of fuch further annual payments as are made for the tem¬ 
porary fupport and penfions of American loyalills, the prefent amount 
of which appears to be [(W.) No. 3.] - £.54,211 

As, however, in the ellimate of the income of the country, no credit 
is taken for any aid from a lottery, or from any incidental payments, 
thole additional refources may be conlidcred as applicable towards de¬ 
fraying this and other charges of the like defciiption. 


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE. 


■ T 

Your Commitiee have hitherto flated the refult of their examination 
refpefling the pall and future income and expenditure, confidering 
them in the fime view, and airanging them under the fame heads, 
as the former Committee. Thefe heads appear to compiehend all the 
Articles which are neceflary to be included on each fide of the account 
in that view of the fubjecSt. 

Put in order to afeerrain, with as much precifion as they were able, 
the means by which the whole amount of the public expence, during 
the hill five years, has been defrayed, they have thought it neceflary to 
confider the income and expenditure of that»period in another point of 
view, for the puri ofe of forming fuch a comparative ftatement ofth^ir 
4 (tal amount as may rcmVi the account as dillindl as prflible, accord¬ 
ing to the feveral heads of fervice under which money is iflued from 
the Kxchequer. . 

1 he total produce of the permanent taxes, for the five years, has 
been [Appendix (A.) No. i.] - - :£• 65*303,877 

B 2 There 
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Thcsfe was received from the EafKIndia Company in 1786, 'on ac¬ 
count of duties due before that time, the payment of which had been 
pqftponed, [Appendix (A.) No. 2.] - - .^.522,'500 

The whole film of 2,750,0001., raifed upon the credit ot the land 
• and malt-tax a£ls, is afiuully received from the Bank in each year. 
Exchequer bills to this amount are made out, and depofited from time 
to time'with the Bank; and the fum by which the produce of thofe 
duties paid into the Exchequer, up to the time of fettling the respec¬ 
tive account? with the Bank, falls fhort of repaying both the principal 
.and intereft of fuch Exchequer bills, is paid over at fuch time to the 
Bank, and is annually Bated as an article of expenditure, under the 
head of deficiency of land and malt. ft will be inferred as fuch on the 
other fide of the account now to be formed; and it is evident, there¬ 
fore, that in this view of the fuhjedf, the full fum lb raifed mull be 
taken as a part of the receipt for the Kill fi\c years £ . 13,750,000 

Arrears of land tax - - 171,166 

Arrears of malt duty - - 16,489 

[Appendix (K.) No. 2.} 

Thefe are fums received at the Exchequer fuhfequent to the period 
at which the refpeflive accounts vyere doled with the Bank, and the 
balance paid, and therefore form a part of the public income, in addi¬ 
tion to the whole annual fum of - £. .1,750,000 

The whole fum raifed by way of lottery is placed upon this fide of 
the account; the amount of the pii/.es, and of the charges of manage¬ 
ment, being Bated as an article pf expendiiuie [Appendix (F.) No. 4.] 

£• 3 ’ 7 $ 8,724 

Imprdl monies and monies repaid - -. 820,165 

[Appendix (F.) No. 2.] 

It appeared, upon examination, that the vhole of the fums contain¬ 
ed in the pnpris relcsrcd to under this lu ad were applied to the public 
fervice of the vents m queftion, either i>y fpccific votes, or by being 
carried to the consolidated fund, except ioo.oool. paid by the F.aft-India 
Company in p.vt ct the 4C0.000I. voted for the fupply of 17S1, and 
5,obol. which belonged *0 the civil lift. The remainder, after de¬ 
ducing both thtfe fums, forms the total above Bated. 

Monies in the Exchequer on the 5th of January 1786 
[Appendix (K.) No. 1.] £ 1,172,119, 

which were applied to the public fervice in that and the fuhfequent 

J pear, as appears by the explanation fubjoined to the account re¬ 
ferred to. 

It appears further, that there have been applied, as part of tRe ways 
and means, during this period, the/ollowing fums: 

Arifing from aimy fav'mgs [Appendix (F.) No. 3.] £.1,091,147 

™ Raifed by way of tontine ... 1,002,140 

Raifed by granting fliort annuities - - 187,000 

Repayment 
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Re- payment in part of a loan for foreign fecret fen ice £. 34,000 

Arifmg from the fale of French prizes - - 3000 

The total amount of the receipts appears to have been 87,832,327 
| It is to be ohferved, that the annual Exchequer bills, furnifliing irt 
itbe ways and means exadlly the fame fum by which they increafe the 
t charge on the fupply, are omitted on both lides of the account. 

[ Thefirft great article of expenditure, is the intereft an.l charges of 
I^fhe public debt; and it appears that there has been iflued from the Ex- 
I chequer, during the laft live years, under that head, the firm of • 
[Appendix (G.)No. 1.) £.46,187,010 

* The charges upon the aggregate and confolidated funds have been, 
\ on account of the civil lift - - 4,481,000 

And upon fundry other accounts - - 474,751 

{ •• [Appendix (I.) No. i.] • 

The fums granted by Parliament (exclufive of the armament of 
n 1790) for the iervice of the navy, have been [Ap. (K.) No. 1.] 

^.11,649,539 

Of the army [Appendix (L.) No. 3.] 9,639,626 

And of the ordnance [Appendix (M.) No. i.J 2,308,344 


The expcnces incurred under the name of Mifcellaneous Services, 
include a variety of articles of different defcriptions, and among them 
fome of thofe which have been already Anted as appearing on both 
fides of the account; your Committee, therefore, have; thought pro¬ 
per to diftinguifh them under (everal heads. 

It has been already ohferved, that the deficiencies of land and malt 
are annually Anted as articles of expenditure, and would be inferred 
on this fide of the account; and the manner in which they arife has 
been fnfFiciently explained, Itnuift, however, farther be remarked, 
that the ways and means are ufually opened to Parliament, and the 
Committee of Supply doled, feme months before the accounts with 
the Hank, relative to the Exchequer bills iffued upon the credit of 
thofe duties, are actually fettled# I his deficiency, th re fore, is then 
only Anted i:pon*calculntion; and, as its real amount, whatever it 
may prove, mu A he paid out of the fupplies of the current year, it 
follbws, th.U if it ihould turn out more than the calculation, it would 
he one caufe of a deficiency in the whole of the grants for that year. 
If it fliould he lefs, it would either oceallon a lurplus of thofe grants, 
or diminiAi by fo much any deficiency which might arife from other 
caufes. 

The fum ftated hv your Committee is not .the cAimated, but t!ie 
actual deficiency of land and malt; and as this is in part occafionod 
<>y»the expence of the militia, the whole of which is paid out of the 
land tax before it comes into :he # Excheqrer, no fepnrate charge is 
made for that branch of fervice in fhis Antement of the account. 

The fums Aated under the head of Intereft and Charges of Exchequer 
Bills, in the paper referred to, are the amount of the intereft paid out 
•f the fupplies in each year refpeflivelv, upon Exchequer bills isTued 

hv 
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by virtue of afls puffed in the preceding year. As it has been the 
conftant practice not to make any provision for this intereft before¬ 
hand, either a part or the whole of this expence (according to the 
excels or deficiency of the ways and means, compared with* the other 
charges upon the fupplies) is thrown upon the year fubfequent to that 
in which it is aflually paid, and appears annually under the head of 
Deficiency of Grants. From what has been juft obferved, it follows, 
that, in addition to the charges incurred during the laft five years, 
find ftated in this account as the intereft of Exchequer bills, any fum 
which was paid in the year 1786, to makegood the deficiency of grants 
in 1785, mud he infer ted amongft the expences defrayed out of the 
ways and means of that peiiod. 

It appears equally evident, that any fums voted under the head of 
Deficiency of the Grants of any of the fucceeding years,^muft be 
omitted in tins ftalcmont of the account, as all the (ervices of each 
year (including what is paid for the intereft of Exchequer hills, and 
for the deficiency of land and malt, as above explained) are ftated at 
their full amount, under their proper heads, as articles of expen¬ 
diture. 

It is neceffary, however, here to obferve, that the intereft of Ex¬ 
chequer bills, paid in 1790, will be provided for in 1791, under the 
head of Deficiency of Grants of the preceding year, and will account 
for a difference, to that amount, between the apparent receipt and ex¬ 
penditure of tfie whole five years. 

Having premife I thefe remarks, your'Committee proceed to ftate 
the deficiencies of land and malt at [Ap. (O.) No. 1.] £-2,033,764 
The deficiency ofgrants # of the year 1785, at [Ap. (O) No. i.J 

£. 127,138 

And the intereft and charges of Exchequer bills, iffued on the credit 
of the fupplies, at [Ap. (O.) No. 1.] - £• 914,144 

The amount of the prizes in the Lotteries of the feveral years, and 
of the chaiges attending them, has been [Ap. (O.) No. 1.] 

♦ £-2,5+6,032 

and requires no particular explanation. 

The expence incurred upon thofe articles of mifcellaneous fervices, 
which were expreflly ftated by the former Committee, has befn 
[Ap. (O.) No. 1.] .... Cs 0 7 >&° 

Other mifcellaneous articles, confiding principally of incidental or 
temporary de nands, have amounted to [Ap. (O)No. 1.] £.929,676 
The total expence occalioned by the relief of the American Loyal- 
ifts, appears to have g been [Ap. (O.) No. 1.] - 1^336,377 

Your Committee have omitted a fum of 33,8901 for the purchafe 
♦of lands at fundry places, as it is included in the Ordnance account. 
They have alfo thought proper to leave out, in this place, a fum of 
112,1011., ftated as the deficiency of the consolidated fund on the 5th 
day of January, 1789, being the fum which was then wanted to com¬ 
plete the quarterly iffue to the Commiffioners for the reduflion of the • 
national debt, and which was defrayed out of the fupplies of that year, 

becaute 
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becaufe the fum of 4,750,0001., which is infcrted below, is the full 
amount of all the quarterly iflues under this head, and conf.quently 
includes,* as a part thereof, the fum of 112,10 il, above Hated. 

The whole produce of the appropriated duties having been compre¬ 
hended in the total produce of the taxes, fuch part of it as has been 
applied to the fervices to which they were appropriated, and which do 
not app'ear in this flatement of the account, mufl be confidered as an 
article of expenditure: 1 his has been [Ap. (P.) No. i.J £.231,9^ 
The fum iflued to the Commiffioners for difcharging tlie national 
debt has been, as above Hated, [ rtp. (W.) No. 4 J - £.4,750,000 

exclufive of what they have received from the interefl of Hock bought, 
or of annuit ies expired or fallen in. 

The.total expence, under all thefe heads, amounts to £.88,116,916 
But the total receipt for the laH live years, is Hated to have been 
only - - - 4 £ 87,832,3*7 

To this will be to be added (for reafons already explained) the 
amount of the deficiency of grants for 1790, which remains to be de¬ 
frayed out of the ways and means of 1791 [Appendix (W.) No. 5.] 

£.207,728 

The total, applicable to the expences of the five years, will then 
appear to have been - - £.88,040,055 

There will he then left unaccounted for a fum of % 76,861 

by which the difburfement will have exceeded the amount of the feve- 
ral articles of receipt which it has been poflible in this ftatement to 
afcertain. 

It would certainly have been more fatjsfndlory if the totals now 
drawn up had been found to tally with perfeil accuracy. Jt muft, 
however, be recolle&ed, that the accounts referred to your Committee 
include a period when the revenue was encumbered with a variety of 
minute appropriations: and although the change made, by the Confo- 
lielation a£t, in the courfe and practice of the Exchequer, has Ampli¬ 
fied the accounts fince the time when it took place, yet the intricacy 
of the former fyftetn has probably rendered it difficult precifely to af- 
certarn the Anns brought forward, under different heads, from anan- 
teceflent period; and that difficulty may he fuppofed to have been in 
fome meafure increafed by the interval of time which has now clapfed 
fince that fyftern was altered. 


§ 14. In 
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In order, however, to throw ftill farther light upon this part of the 
fubjecl, your Committee have thought proper to add a brief Itatemeut 
of the account in a different point of view. 

For this purpofe they have Anted ns the income*, the- feveral fur- 
pluffes of the finking and confolidatcd funds, as they Rood at the 
end of each quarter, from the 5th of April, 1786, to the 5th of Ja* 
ftunry, 179*, both inclufive; and fuch farther fums as appear in the 
ways and* means of each year, taken from the accounts laid annually 
before Parliament, (hewing how the money givci^for the* lcrvice of 
each year refpedlively has been difpofed of. The expenditure is com- 
pofed of fuch fums as have been charged in each year, in conference 
of the grants of Parliament, excluding only (for reafons above (fated) 
lhch as have been voted in 1787, 1788, 1789, and 179c 4 , under the 
hfeaclof Deficiencies ofthc Grants of the years refpe&ivdy preceding. 
In-this manner of dating the account, no notice is taken, on either 
fide, of the fixed charges upon the income, or of the revenue by which 
they are defrayed; but the principal of the annual Exchequer bills, 
and the deficiencies of the annuity fund', arc included on both (ides. 
Thefe deficiencies were fums which, prior to the Confolularion adt, 
were annually made good, out of the finking fund, to the various 
other funds appropriated to the payment of particular annuities, 
and replaced to that fund out of the fupplies of the fubfequent 
years. 

It appears by the table referred to, that the whole receipt for the 
lad five years (fo dated) l^isbeen [Ap. (W.) No 7.] £.62,519,440 

To which mud be added [Ap. (W.) No. 6.] - 1 7^^347 

being the fum wanting, on the 31 ft day of December, 1700. to 
make up what had been granted as the growing (urplus of the confo- 
lidated fund, up to the 5th of April, 1791, to defray the fervices in¬ 
cluded on the other fide of the account: 

And a farther fum of [Ap. (W.) No. 5.] - 207,728 

under the head of Deficiency of Grants of 1790, neing that by which 
the whole of the ways and means granted for the fervice of that year 
falls, diort of defraying the expences incurred in the courfe of it. 1 

T lie total will then be - - £.62,903,515 

The amount of the grants for the fame period appears to have 
been ... - £.62,903,519 

The difference between the totals, which may be fuppofed to nrife 
only from fractions, may be entirely oveilooked. 


§ 15. Your 
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Your Committee, defirous of afcertaining in what manner the dif¬ 
ference between the Receipt and Expenditure* as firft ftated, has arifen, 
by all the means which occurred to tlum, proceeded to examine the 
d'ifpofition papers of each year; and have taken the furplufles of the 
finking and confolidated funds (as before) for each quarter, from the 
5th of April, 1786, to the 5th of January, 1791, both incluiive; de¬ 
ducing only the fums carried to them to make good the annuity fiwds, 
which do not appear as articles of expenditure. 

As thefe furplufles arife after defraying the intereft of the public 
debt, the annual million, the civil lift, and all other permanent 
charges upon thefe funds, the whole of which muft have been paid as 
they t became due, at the expiration of each quarter, hr fore any furplus 
could he applied to the current fervice of the year, it is evident that 
the total income arifing from the permanent taxes, and other articles, 
carried, during this period, to the finking and confolidated funds, 
muft have exceeded the amount of tliofe furplufles by a fum equal to 
the amount of the charges above enumerated. 

Adding, therefore, to thefe furplufles, the charges above ftated— 
the amount paid out of the appropriated duties for the purpofc' to 
which they are refpedlively appropriated—the fums feparately voted 
as the ways and means of each year, exclufive of the principal of the 
annual Exchequer bills—the fum wanted, on the 31ft of December, 
1790, to complete the total for which the growing furplus had been 
taken, up to the 5th of April, 1791—and the Deficiency of Grants, 
1790, the total will be [Ap. (W.) No, 8.J £.88,116,918 

Tn order to examine the Expenditure in a fimilar manner, yourCom- 
mittce have taken the totals, ftated in the difpofition papers, as 
granted by Parliament, as the whole amount of the fupplies ; deduc¬ 
ing only the principal of the annual Exchequer bills—the deficiencies 
of the annuity funds—the deficiencies of grants for every year, ex¬ 
cept 1785—and the deficiency of the confolidated fund on the 5th of 
January, 1789.* 

To this they have added the intereft of the public debt—the charges 
on the aggregate and confolidated funds, including the civil lift—the 
quarterly payments to the Commiflioncrs for difeharging the na¬ 
tional debt—and the produce of the appropriated duties, as above 
ftated; being ai tides of expence which are not included in the annual 
grants of Parliament. 

The total of thefe fums appears, By the* papers referred to, to 
be [ Appendix (W.) No. 8.j - - £.88,116,916 

Which agrees altnoft exaCly with the whole amount of the ex¬ 
penditure, already ftated in a different manner, and is an additional 
proof, that there can be no error, which deierves notice, on this fide 
of the account* 
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The coincidence between the Income and Expenditure, as here 
ftated, fufficiently proves that the difference winch appeared in the 
former flatement, mull have proceeded from the omnTion of fums, 
to the amount of that difference, on the receipt fide; and the caufe 
from which fuch an inaccuracy may be fuppuled to have aiifen, has 
already been mentioned. 


III. NA- 
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III. NATIONAL DEBT. 


Y OUR Committee find, that there lias been applied to the dis¬ 
charge of the public debt, during the period rcferied to them, a 
fairi of - - - - £.4,750,000 

arifing from the quarterly payments dire&cd by Parliament; and a 
farther fum of - t - ^-674,592 

anfing from the intrrefl of flock bought, and of annuities expired or 
fallen in ; making together a fum of | Ap. (X.) No. 1 .1 4.53424,592 

The only increafe of the funded debt, during the fame period, which 
is to be fet again it the above dccieafe, has been occafioned by a loan 
railed by annuities with the benefit of iVi vivoi/hip. 

The capital fo railed was [Ap. (F.) No. 3.] - jf. 1,002,140 

A faither fum of 1S7.C00I. was railed by fliort annuities in 1789, 
of which 3.1,000!. has Lv en fince rep.vd. Jkut as this loan, whrch was 
intended to replace a fum arhanccd for foreign lecret fcrvice, is to be 
repaid by ir.iiallments, in fuch proportions as will be equal to the 
iums neceJlarv for dtlcharging both the principal and intereil, by the 
time at which the above-mentioned aft ruii tics are to determine, it did 
not appear to your Committee of a nature to he Haled as an increafe 
of the national incumbrances. 

T11 compiling tie; outilandingdebt of ibe navv, on the 31ft of De¬ 
cember, 17S5. and on the gift ot December, 1700, there appears to 
have been an mcit.ifj of 105,5301. [Appendix (X.) No. 2. (K.) 

No, 1.] 

On the 3r* of December, 17S9, there bad been an increafe of 
657.950I. jjut in the vear 1790, a fum of 200,000!. was gianted by 
Pailiarncnt toiVanU di'charging this debr, and lnabcen inchultfd in the 
Hateim nt of the trypviices of the live years, which would have reduced 
the iucp\ife to 4 57,u<;cl. 

Your Committee think it nrccflkrv to remark, that, J*r »ii: infar* 
mat ion recti ved f;oin the Nnvv I'o.:rd, the appjr?ijt dccreaie which 
lias taken pie.ee in the \eur 1700, FrvcnJ wlfcit can be accounted for by 
tlie grant *f soo,ocoi., a pin .us to have been in part ecc:: honed by the 
tiicumllanccs attending the late armament, and tlie fums voted lor 
defraying it. • 

Credit has been t:d cn, in nv king up this account, for fo much of 
thofe fums w,ii intended to 1*1 place the florer d' hvt-r'd out in the 
courle of the lalt year, which apparently dirnimibe- trie debt, till that 
fervice has been fully pcifouneJ. borne of the works prep ole d in the 

C % exlfa 
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extra eftimate of 1790 having been neceflarily fufpended, in confequence 
of the exertions for the armament, left a part of the fum voted on that 
eftimate applicable, in the courfe of that year, to the redudlion of the 
debt. 

A farther fum arofe from the additional expence of the armament 
having been ftated as including thepurchafe of hemp and other articles, 
which, although immediately neceflary for the extraordinary prepa¬ 
rations then made, aie ftated to have been in fa 61 defrayed out of the 
grants of Parliament for the current ferviceof the navv. Your Com¬ 
mittee, therefore, having reafon to believe that the great apparent de- 
creafe of the debt during the laft year would have proved only tempo¬ 
rary. (even if the navy had continued this year upon the qfual eftab- 
lifttment) have thought proper to ftate the increafe of the period re¬ 
ferred to them, by comparing the ftate of the debt on the 31ft ofDe- 
cember, 1785, with that of the 3 1 ft of December, 1789; and, by de¬ 
ckling from this increafe the fum of 200,000!. voted by Parliament, 

It would then ft and at - - /^•457>95° 

The deficiency of the grants of 1790, which falls upon the revenue 
of 1791* is ,£.207,728. [Appendix (W.) No. 5.] 

But the deficiency of grants of 1785, which was defrayed out of 
the income of 1786, was only £. 127,138. [Ap. (O.) No.V] 

The difference, therefore, muft be added to the increafe of the debt 
in the whole period, and makes a fum of - ,£.80.590 

There appears by the Ordnance account to have been, on the 5th of 
January, 1 791, a fum due, for articles not provided for by Parliament, 
amounting to [Appendix (M.) No. 1 ] - ,£.61,909 

which has been fince voted, aifJ muft be confidered as a pait of the 
<lel)t incurred in the five years preceding. 

The whole excels of the fum applied to the difeharge of the public 
debt, beyond thole by which it has been increafed (during the laft five 
year.') appears to have been, according to the above ilatement, 

/.3,8 a 2,003 

The amount of the unfunded debt arifimg from the Exchequer bills 
annually iflued by the authority of Parliament upon the credit of the 
fupplies, is 5,500,000b, being the fame as at the commencement of 
this period, exclufive of thofe ilfued in confequence of the late arma¬ 
ment, which are charged upon taxes appropriated to that purpofe, 
and not included in the ftatement of the future income of the coun¬ 
try. [Appendix (O.) No. 1. j 

The amount of the Exchequer bills annually iflued on the credit of 
the land and malt, which are now outftanding, is not ftated by your 
Committee as a part of the unfunded debt, becaufu money applicable 
to the difeharge of thofe bills is conftantly in a courfe of Colleftion, 
and no other charge is occafioned by them to the Public, except the 
annual iuteieft, which is already ftat^u as a part of the future expen¬ 
diture. 

It is farther to he ohferved, that, in the year 1786, the growing 
produce of the finking fund was taken up to the 5th of April 1787, 

which 
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which included the furplus of five quarters, and appears to have 
been for the time an anticipation, to a certain extent, of the revenue 
of the*iubfrquent year; and that the growing produce of the finking 
2nd confolidated funds has, lince that time, been taken from April to 
April. The furplus of the confolidated fund had produced, on the 
31ft of December 1 79 ° f^p. 0 ^*) ^.] (being the day on which 

the account of that fund was made up) within 176,3471 of the whole 
fum for which it had been taken, up to the 5th of April 1791. This 
fum, therefore, was, on the 31ft of December I 90, all that •re¬ 
mained of fhe amount of that anticipation. Your Committee having 
called for an account of the produce of the taxes from that day to 
the 5th of January 1791, find that it amounted to [Appendix (D.) 
No. 3.] £ 200,^68 

If;'therefore, the balance had beer* ft ruck upon the coniolidaied 
fund acccount on the 5th of Januatv in 1791, as was done in i?b6 f 
(initead of lo many days earlier than ufually In.ppens in the ccurfe of 
the Exchequer) the pioduce of the three lali qnai tors would have been 
rather more than fufficient to make good the whole chaigeonthe 
growing produce of that fund for the fnpplies of the year 1790, 
without an^ anticipation. 

Your Committee big leave alfo to remaik, th.’t an alteration was 
made with reTpedt to the time of paymunt of certain annuities, by an 
ad) of the 26th of Hi 1 ' picfent Mn jelly, cap. 3.]., )•/■'. p. (G.) No. 1 ] 

One quarter paid cn the 10th of Otfobtr 1786, and the future 
payments were directed to he m: de half yearly, on the jrh of April, 
and the 10th of October. Py this change the Public availed itfelf, 
in that year, ot the* amount of one qunrtnly payment upon thHe an¬ 
nuities, which would have been pnvable <.\\ the* 5th of ] miliary 1787, 
(in addition to that iilut-d on the 10th of October) which quaiter was 
not afterwards to he paid till the 5th of April 1787; and, on the 
other hand, the Public became hound, for the future, to pay, on 
evciy 5th of April, h. If a vial’s interefl, being in iadl an advance ot 
one quartei, which would nor o'herwifo have been payable till the5th 
of July lollowmg. The r< fs»!r of this is, that, on the 5th day of Ja¬ 
nuary, 1791, theu; had been paid, upon the whole, one quarter lefs, 
on account of the intereft of thelu annuities, than would have been il- 
fued if the above-mentioned alteration ban not taken place. 

It is taither to he obleivcd tli.it the abolition ot all tlse diflinfl ap¬ 
propriations, and the charging all the (juailtriy iilue; for the intcicft 
of the public debt on one geneial lund, to which all ihc permanent 
taxes are carried, has produced the rilvcl of m.fk.ng the whole am >unt 
oi tlu revenue in the t.xcheqikr unpin able, at the end of each quar¬ 
ters to the dilcharge of the demands the i ex-fling; whereas, under 
the former fyItem, that part of the revenue which cnnfifttd of taxes 
dtilimiUy appropriated to the payment of ihe intcieil ot particular an- 
nuties, could only he applied to the half yearly payments on thofe an¬ 
nuities; in confequcnce of which, there remained, at the expiration 
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of each quarter, certain ferns of this defeription ufelefs, till the expi¬ 
ration of a fuhfequent quarter. 

The capital flock bought by the Commiflioners for difehargfag the 
national debt, up to the i ft day of February, 1791, (being the day on 
which they made up their accounts of the application of the fains if- 
iiied in the preceding year) was [Ap. (Y.) No. 1.] £.6,772,350 

The annual intereft of the fame is - 263,170 

‘To this muft be added, the prefent amount of the annuities expired 
or fallen in, which appears to be [Ap. (Y.) No. 2.] - £.51,634 

Both together make a fum of - 254,804 

which is at this time an addition to the million annually applied to the 
redu£tion of the national debt, refalting trom the adoption of the plan 
for that purpofe, and now incrlafmg at compound intereft. 


ABSTRACT 
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ABSTRACT of the feveral Articles of the Public Receipt and 

Expenditure. 


RECEIPT. 

Permanent taxes * —t- £.13,472,286 

Land and malt — 2,558,000 £. 

-16,030,286 

EXPENDITURE. 


Intereft and charges of the public 


debt — — 

£- 9 > 3 ’ 7>9 72 

Exchequer bills —• — 

260,000 

Civil lift — _ 

898,000 

Charges on confolidated fund 

io 5 > 3 8 S 

Navy — — 

2,000,00C\ 

Army — — 

1 , 748,842 

Ordnance — — 

37 S>°°° 

Militia — — 

.. 95 . 3 ” 

Mifcelhneous fervices — 

128,416 

Appropriated duties — 

40,252 

Annual million — — 

1 , 003,000 


15,969,178 


Balance —« 6i,ioS 


* Calculated upon the average produce of the three laft years, and cxclufive of 
any additional allowance for the taxes impofed in 1789, or for the increafe upon 
tobacco. * 


Appendix 



An Account of the Total Net Produce of the Taxes paid into the Exchequer, under the Heads of Cuftoms, Excife, Stamps, and 
Incidents, fu*m the 6th Day of January sy86 to the 5th Day of January 1791, both mclufivc; diftinguifliing the Produce of each 
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Appendix (A.) No. z. 

An Account of the Total Net Produce, paid into the Exchequer, of the Duties of Cuftoms, from the 6th Day of January 1786 to the 5th 
• Day of January 1791, both incluiivc ; diftiuguifhing each Year, and diftinguiflung, as far as poflible, the Produce on everjr feperate 
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# Total net produce, fubjeft to the deduc- j 

tion of the under-mentioned payments 4777681 H Or 4 ;iH >7 4 - 7 t 46^7 ^° 





E 






Paid an allowance to the proprietors of the 
rope and fope manufactures at Gl.tfgow, 
by adt of 14th Geo. III. - — 2250 

Paid quarentine expences — — gi 



the year, are call and deducted lrom the grois receipt, in order in like manner to form the net produce. 

In the years 1786 and 1787, the grots produce upon Eall-India goods imported and fold by the Company is given, there being nopoffiblt 

means of ascertaining the net produce in thele years ; but in the three latter years the net produce is ilated. 

On the 5th July, 1786, a part of the duties on wines was transferred from the Cuiloms to the Excife j and on the 10th October, 17891 

a part of the duties on tobacco, viz. gd. per lb. was alio tiansfened to the Excife. 
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Appendix (A.) No. 5. 

An Account of the Net Produce of the Taxes on TVIilr. from Midfummer 1774, to Midfummer 1780 ; and from Midfummer 1780, to 
Mid imni'ier 17^6 ; dhlinguiOiing the Receipts of each Year, and the Annual from the Permanent Duty. 
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Appendix (B,) No, i, 

'Net Produce of Permanent Taxes, exifting at the Time when the Committee of iySG made thpir Report, 
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Appendix (b.) No. t. 

An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce paid into the Exchequer, from the 
Commencement to 5th January 1787, and between the 5th January 
1787 and cth January 1791, of the Additional Duty on BRITISH SPI¬ 
RITS and SWEETS, impofed by Two Ads of 26 George III. ; diftin- 
guifliing the Sums paid in each Year. 


Years 

ended 

1 5th 
January. 


Britifli Spirits, 
(Additional Du 
26 George III. 


Sweets, 

ty|Additional Duty 
26 George III. 


1787 


1788 

1789 

1790 

1791 


£• Sm (l» 

T ° 44,433 <>oi| 

To 5th Jan, 

tion. 


— — by Ditto — 

— — by Ditto — 

— — by Ditto — 


£- 

7>4*7 


J. d, 

O O 


£. s. J. 
137 o o 
I >S39 11 *9 


83,091 19 io|| 

82,967 13 ^ 

84,477 o o 

99,266 16 8 


Excife Office, London, 
11th April 1791. 


G. J. CHOLMONDELEY. 


N . 2 ?.—The Duties on Britifli Spirits being confolidated 
from and after 10th May 1787, the Exche¬ 
quer Payments on Britifli Spirits, by Ad of 
26 Geo. III. cannot be afeertained othenvife 
than by Computation; but a fixth part of the 
Confolidated Duty on Spirits, paid into the 
f Exchequer after that Period, is returned in 

this Account as the proper Proportion, the 
Old Duty being Five Pence, and the Additi¬ 
onal, One Penny per Gallon. 

JV. 2 ?.—'The Duties on Sweets, previous to the 26 
George III. were 18s. per Barrel, together 
with the per Cents, thereon, and by ?l»t Ad 
were railed to 24s. per Barrel, together with 
the per Cents.; by the Consolidation Ad, 
which commenced 1 ith May 1787, thefe Du¬ 
ties were again reduced t <5 18$* /j|d. being 
within a Fradion the fame?as thofe i’ubfifting 
previous to the palling of the 26th George 
III.; it is apprehended, therefore, that no 
Return can be made of the Additional Du¬ 
ties after the 11 May 1787. 

(A) 


F. HOOKE F) Acct» Genii 


Appendix (b.) No. 2. 

ACCOUNT of the Produce paid into the Exchequer of the Additional 
DUTIES impofed upon DEALS and BATTENS, by the 26th of His 
prefent Majefly, imported into Great Britain between the 5th January 
1786, and the 5th January 1791; diftinguifliing each Year. 


« 

Deals. 

Battens. 

TOTAL. 


& *• d ‘ 

£• J. d. 

£• dm 

I7S6 

17,701 1 a j 

566 13 6 

18,267 14 8 

1787 

33*47 6 5 0 ; 

.1,189 3 4 

34,665 8 4 

1788 

*7*743 10 ° | 

1*779 16 3 

29,523 6 3 

1789 

3‘*3 J 7 5 6 

1,83* 4 4 

33**49 9 10 

1790 

35,287 1 6 

1,519 10 6 

i 

36,806 12 O 


Infpedtor General’s Office, 

Cuftorn Houle London, 

19th April, 1791. THOMAS IRVING, 

Infpcttor General of the Import* 
and Exports of Great Britain. 


Appendix (b.) No. 3. 

An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce paid into the Exchequer of the DU¬ 
TIES on PERFUMERY, impofed by an Adtot the 26th George Third, 
from the Time of their Commencement to the 5th of January 1787, and 
from 5th-of January 1787 to the 5th of January 1791 j diftinguifliing each 
Year. 


From the Time of their Commence¬ 
ment to the 5th January 



1790 — 
J791 — 


£• J. d • 

4,703 o o 

13,243 1 11 

10,598 1 o 

8,200 5 6 

7,411 2 6 


1^.40,1551011 


Stamp Office, 

11 th April 1791. 


J. LLOYD, proComptr. 






Appendix (b.) No. 4. 

An ACCOUNT, as far as the fame can be made up, fliewing the INCREASE 
of the Revenue of CUSTOMS arilingfrom the alteration made in the Duty 
on feveral Article® thereof, by virtue of an Art of the 27 th of His 
prefent Majcfty, intituled, 44 An Art for repealing the feveral Duties of 
44 Cuftoins and Excile, and granting other Duties in lieu thereof, and for 
* 4 applying the faid Duties, together with the other Duties compofing the 
44 Puolic Revenue; for permitting the Importation of certain Geods, 
44 Wares, and Merchandize, the Produft or Manufacture of the European 
44 Dominions of the French King, into this Kingdom; and for applying cer- 
44 tain unclaimed Monies, remaining in the Exchequer for the Payment of 
4t Annuities on Lives, to the Reduction of the National Debtand diftin- 
guiftiingthe Produce thereof in each Year, from the Commencement to the* 
^th Jaftuajy 1791. « 


1788 1789 1 1790 

lncreafe of Revenue, arifing ‘ 

from the Frartional Parts of 
the Duties oil certain Goods 

being converted into lnte- £. s. d, £. s. d. £. j. d. 
grals — — 11,498 19 0^23,109 7 o}|25,333 141 if 

Dedurt Decrcafe of Revenue, 
ariling from the Fractional 
Parts of the Duties on certain 
Goods being reduced to In¬ 
tegrals — — 645 3 *4 512 14 1 1,041 10 6 

|xo,853 15 8122,696 1211^24,292 4 5J 

lncreafe of Revenue, occafion* 
ed by additional Duties on 
certain Articles of Wood, and 
Alterations in the Defcription j 
of others, for the Purpofe of 
better afcertainin£ the proper 

Duties — —43,054 2 5 37,156 19 7 47 > 6 S 6 ° 8 

New Duties on certain Goods | 

ufed for dying — — 645 34 512 14 1 1,041 10 6 

Total Produce of Duties — 64,553 1 5^60,366 6 7^,72,98915 7 \ 

By the fame Art a Duty was 
impofed on the Articles of 
FrenchCambricks and Lawns, 
which were before prohibited, 
the Produce of which, in each 

of the faid Years, has amount- . . , 

cd to — - 7,049 x 3 ( 9,222 16 6 ; 11,911 14 i 

Cuftom Houfe, London, 

April 8th 1791. THOMAS IRVING, 

Jnfpeftor General of the Exports and 
(A 2) Imports of Great Britain* 


Appendix (b.) No. 5, 


To the Honourable the Knights, Citizens, and Burgefles, in 
Parliament affembled. 


An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce paid into the Exchequer of the addi» 
tbnal Duties on HORSES, and CARRIAGES with Four Wheels, impofed 
by an Aft of the 29th George III. from the Commencement of the fame 
to the ;th of January 1790, and from the 5th of January 1790, to the 
jthof January 1791. 


From the Commencement of the faid Duties to the 5th January 1790, 
no money was paid into the Exchequer. 


Between the 5th January 1790 and the 5th January 1791, there ap¬ 
pears by the Receiver’s Accounts, to be paid into the Exchequer— 


On Account of the Year 1789 
And on Account of the Year 1790 


£■ 13,39; 0 o 
1,480 0 o 


Total paid 


£. 14,87; 0 o 


More Money has been paid into the Exchequer on thefe Duties within the 
latter Period, but, as it was blended with the former Duties on Horfes, and 
Carriages w’ith Four Wheels, the Amount cannot be afeertained. 


Office for Taxes, 

11 April 1791. 

TIM. BRENT, Comptr, 


10 HN TRENCHARD, 
GEORGE BLOUNT, 

F. FOWNES LUTTRELL, 


Appendix (b.) No. 6. 

An ACCOUNT of the Grofs Produce of the Additional STAMP DUTIES, 
impafed by an A6t of the 29th of George III. from the Time of their 
Commencement to the 5th of January 1790, and from the Sthofjanuaiy 
j 790 to the 5th of January 1791. 


to jth January 1790. 


Newfpapers 

Advertilcments 

Cards 

Dice 

Legacies 

Probates of Wills 


£. s. J. | 

• 

£• dm 

13,419 IO IO 

2,196 15 6 
2,474 12 0 

124 0 0 

4,637 0 0 

14,819 10. 0 

37,671 8 4 




The 8111110^.27,783. if* &/. was paid for at the Head Office, and the 
further Sum of £.9,888. 6j. 8^. wasconligned to the Countiy; but how much 
was difpofed of cannot be afcertained, as the Diftributors do not appropriate 
their Remittances to any particular lnftrument. 


Prom 5th January 179010 5th January 

J 79 l - 


Newfpapcrs 

Advertilcments 

3 °,K )3 

13 

6,161 

O 

Cards 

7,038 

l6 

Dice 

43 8 

12 

Legacies 

8,651 

O 

Probates of Wills 

28,505 

IO 


80,988 12 f 


The Sum of £.70,784. 5 s. 9 d. was.paid for at the Head Office, and the 
further Sum of£.10,204. 6 j. 8 / 7 . wqp configned to the Country; but how 
much was difpoied of cannot be afcertained, as the Diftributors do not ap¬ 
propriate their Remittances to any particular lnftrument. 

Stamp Office, 

April nth 1791, 


J. LLOYD, proComptr 




Appendix (b.) No. 7. 


Tb the Honourable the Committee of the Houfe of Commons, appointed 
to examine the Public Income and Expenditure. 


An ACCOUNT of theGrofs Affeflmcnt of the Additional Duties on HORSES 
and CARRIAGES, impofed in 1789, deducting the probable Charges of 
Management. 



HORSES. 

CARRIAGES. 

TOTAL. 


£■ *■ d. 

£■ >■ d 

£. s. d. 

England — — 

14 > b S* ,0 0 

14,800 0 0 

29,4;* O O 

Scotland — — 

753 0 0 

0 

0 

0 

*4 

OO 

i*S 73 0 0 

£• 

15,405 0 0 

15,620 0 0 

1 

1 

O 

<r\ 

O 

O 

Probable Charg 

r:s of Mnnagemcni 

: ^ 

■ 

« 

• 

1 

840 0 • 

30,185 0 0 


I 


Office for Taxes, 

18th April 1791. 

TIM. BRENT, Coinptr. 


JOHN TRENCHARD, 
GEORGE BLOUNT, 
f. FOWNES LUTTRELL. 








Appendix (B.) No. 2 , 


To the Honourable the Committee of the Houle of Commons, appointed to 
examine the Public Income and Expenditure. 


An ACCOUNT of the Diminution which took Place in the Amount of tjie 
HORSE TAX, impofed in 1785, in Confequence of the Alteration mad " 
in it by an Aft of the 26th of George 111 . 


The Afleffincnt made to the Duty on Horfes in the Year 1785, com¬ 
mencing the 10th of Oftober 1785,2nd ending the 5th Day of April 
1786 .... £.72,187 15 9 

In the Year 1786, ending the 5th Day of April 1787 - 133,08717 6 

1787, - 5th - April 1788 - 101,284 12 9 

v 1788, - 5th - April 1789 - 97,986 5 • 

17% - 5th - April 1790 - 95,400 % 5 


The Diminution which took Place in the Amount of the Horfe Tax cat 
only be afeertained by comparing the Affellment made fora Year, prior 
to palling the above-mentioned Aft with a Year’s Afleffinent made fub- 
fequent thereto; the Firft Half Year’s Duty cannot be the proper Cri¬ 
terion to judge by, becaufe the AlTeflbrs, on palling the Aft impofing 
the faid Duty, could not diferiminate what Horfes were chargeable 
therewith, and certainly did aflefs a greater Number of Horfes than were 
afterwards found to be lubjeft to the Duty, particularly the Horfes be¬ 
longing to Farmers, for Want of knowing the Value of their Farms: 
The Year 1786 is therefore felefted to make the Companion, and from 
which, compared with the Year 1789, being the laft for which the Ac¬ 
counts can be made up, there appears a Difference of £.3 7,687. 151. id; 
but it is here neceffary to obferve, that a fmall Proportion of the faid 
Sum, about £.2,000, has moft probably happened from a Decreafc of 
the Duty itfelf. 


JOHN TRENCHARD, 

Office for Taxes, GEORGE BLOUNT, 

18th April 1791. F. FOWNES LUTTRELL. 

TIM. BRENT, Coraptr. 


Appendix (B.) No. 3. 
EXCISE. 

An ACCOUNT of the Net Amount paid into the Exchequer of the Duties 
on LINENS, printed, painted, &c. and on COTTON STUFFS, 
bleached or dyed in Great Britain, impofed by an Aft of the 24th George 
III, Ch. 40; and alio of the ad Valorem Duty on LINENS, COTTON 
STUFFS, MUSLINS, FUSTIANS, VELVETS, and VELVERETS, 
printed, painted, &c. impofed by an Aft of the 25th Geo. III. Ch. 72; 
from the Commencement of the Firft-mentioned Duty, on the ill Oftober 
1784 to the jth January following, and from that Time to the 5th January 
1791; diftinguiihing each Year. 


Net Amount 
paid into the 
Exchequer. 


From the Commencement, on the ift Oft. 178410 jthjan. 1785 
From the 5 Jan. 1785 to 5 Jan. 1786 
From the 5 Jan., 1786 to 5 Jan. 1787 
From the 5 Jan. 1787 toioMay 1787 


148 o 
27,655 ° 
3,602 o 

1 ? 4 S I r S 


l . 
o 
o 
o 

si 


Note.—The Duty on Cotton Stuffs, bleached or dyed, was repealed the 
13thof May 1785, by an Aft of the 25th Geo. III. Ch. 43. 

The Duty on Linens, printed, painted, &c. laid by the 24th Geo. 
HI. Ch. 40. was repealed the ift Auguft 1785, by an Aft of the 25th 
Geo. III. Chap. 72. 

In lieu of the above Duties, a Duty on Linens, Cotton Stuffs, Muf¬ 
fins, Fuftians, Velvets, and Velverets, painted, ftained, &c. was laid by 
25 Geo. III. Ch. 72, and commenced ift Auguft 1785. 

The Arrears of the Two former Duties, which remained unpaid on 
the ift Auguft 1785, were blended and returned with the laft-mentioned 
Duty, which laft-mentioned Duty was continued only to the 10th May 
1787 ; when (:. c. by the Confolidation Aft, 27 Geo. III. Ch. 13.) it 
was wholly dropt, and printed Linens, Callicoes, and Silks were, by the ^ 
Confolidation Aft of the 27 G. Ill. Ch. 13, charged with the like Du¬ 
ties as thofe to which they were liable antecedent to the Year 1784. 

On the 10th May 1787, there was an Arrear of the Duties impofed by 
the Afts of the24and 25 Geo. 11 L to the Amount of £.9,971. 91. 3 \d. 
Handing out, which was carried forward, and blended with the Arrears 
of the Old Duty on thofe Articles, and the whole confolidated with the 
Duties impofed by the 27th G III. Ch. i3.-**Of the aforefaid Arrear 
there is Hill a Sum remaining unpaid. 

Excife Office, London, 

May 2d, 1791. 

FRAN, HOOKER, AccuGcnl. 


M. WHISH, 



atccl by the Commmittec of 1786. 


(<'•) Xo. 4. 


(A ) Ko. 


(A.) Xo. 4 , 


S 



1790. 

j Average. 

1 & 

i 

Decrcafc. 

Increafe. 


/;■ 

£■ 

£. 

£. 

J J 7 

^60,65 1 

; 399* ^ 

— 

10,419 

» ^ 
-n 

i 479 > oc6 ! 5 IO >< f j 4 

— 

5OO 

lS 


1 127,1107! 

} 95 2 
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6,046 

h Jo 

17,008! 24,5m f 

(-) 54 1 


' I 

5 v* 3 S! 

— 

2,260 

iO 

15,000 

! 13,160 

— 

1,160 

>2 

17,162 

18,519' 

— 

3»‘;S6 

* 6 

151,720 

T 4 1,^61 

— 

5 $201 

1 

17,270 

15,882 

— 

3 ? / / / 

f ) 

6,142 

57,161 

12,1IC 


' 8 

1 

88,929 

28,404 

89,610: 

211.828 

} . I S ,+TO 



4 o ! 5 

4 ’o? 




2 4-, 703 

24,9-". 

— 

A , 923 

s 

8, .’44 

’ M 7 < 

— 

( 3)»>473 

4 

181,155 

174, 

— 

4,860 

/ 

I I,Ii )7 

I 1,2 92 

i8 ? 7oK 



vO- 

2,040,07 ^ 




<: 

2, 122/100 

IOO,QOJ. 

I l6, 3l8 


wO 

( 2 .) 

^ the Three bft Years, 
f4_)caic in the Pioducc ot this Duty. 

^ ^ joncous* tr t .urub. 

ifi\e of the Shop Tax, except to the Amount of 

JLine^* 

A.ied, ha\ins; been blended, by the Ccmfolidation 
ta jis eannor vuy, H ini; :x W u.ldy Payment of a cer- 
J)c been mou than the Sum cthmated, it cannot be 





the Honourable the Knights, Citizens, and BurgeiTes, in Parliament aflemblcd. 
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Appendix (c.) No. 2. 


An ACCOUNT of the Additiohnl Duty on CANDLES, impofed by an 
Art of the 24th Geo. III. from the 6th January 1686 to the 5th Januaiy 
1791, both induiive ; diftirigui filing cadi Year. 


From 5th January 1786 to 5th January’1787 
From 5th January 1787 to 5th January 1788 
From 5th January 1788 to qth January 1789 
From 5th January 1789 to 5th January 1790 
from ;th January 1790 to 5th January j 791 


102,293 18 3 

108,978 ii 7J 
*07,330 J 6£ 
Jo?,521 5 3i 

108*306 3 2 1 


Excife Office, | 
London, f 

' .1 


iSthApiil 1791. 


G. J. CIIOLMONDELEY. 


J, JENNER, Acvonip. Gen. 


Appendix : cA No. 3 . 


An AOCOVNT oi fiuli I\irt of rhe Durie*; on BRICKS and TILES irn- 
poled in 1784 as hint- been icu’i.rd at the Cullonis, from the 6th January 
1786 to the 5th JuiiiMiy 17m, both induiive; diitinguilhmg each Year. 


1786 

1787 

1788 

*/89 

1790 


BRICKS. 

£■ s. J. 

6 c - - 

/ / 

<)i s b 

182 1 z 

182 10 6 

146 6 o 1 


TILES. 


£■ '■ * 

>3 4 2 

o a 6 

J 3 7 4 

>3 3 5 
1 iz z 


IOTA L. 


£• s - ll ' 

7811 9 

9z 9 o 

*95 *9 7 
197 13 ir 
147 18 z 


Iufpe&oi Central’*' Ollicct, 
Cultom Houkr, 
Londoi., 

:9th April 179:. 


THOMAS IRVING, 

Iuljpedor General of the Imports 
and Exports of G. Britain. 




Appendix (c.) No. 4. 


An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce paid into the Exchequer of the Duty 
on ALE LICENCES, impofed by an Aft of the 24th of His prefent 
Majefty, from the 6th Day of January 1786 to the 5th Day of January 
1791 ; diftinguilhing each Year. 


Stamp Office, 
Ap;il 18 th 1791. 



£■ '• d . 

1787 

25,871 6 2 

I7SS 

20,434 !.3 (> 

1789 

14,469 4 10 

1790 

16,(162 I r 

179! 

17,162 5 6 


J. LLOYD, pro Compt. 


Appendix (c.) 



A j ACCOUNT of the Net Produce of#the Additional Duty impofed by 
rhe 24th of His prefent Majefty upon RAW and THROWN SILKS, im¬ 
ported into Great Britain, and upon LEAD Exported, between the yth 
January 1786 and the 5th January 1791, both incluiiye; diftinguiflung 
each Year. 


m 

Years. 

Raw Silk. 

Thrown Silk. 

Lead Exported. 

1786 

£■ '• d. 

£■ >■ d. 

£■ '• d. 

71,535 16 0 

39*759 5 7 

21,590 13 6 

1787 

77»7 a6 J 4 0 

42,849 .1 4 

18,573 18 0 

1788 

81,883 16 6 

33,730 9 1 

16,495 3 0 

■ 1789 

84,979 z 1 

4^,258 9 9 

23,709 5 6 

1790 

75,14915 0 

55,880 it 0 

1 20,691 IQ 8 


’ lnfpeftor General’s Office, 

Cuflom Houle, Loudon, THOMAS IRVING, 

April a 2 ft, 1791. Infpe&or General of the Imports 

and Expons ol' G. Britain. 

( B 2 ) 



Appendix (c.) No. 6. 


EXCISE. 


An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce paid into the Exchequer of the Addi¬ 
tional Duty on PAPER, impoled by an Aft of the 24th of His prefent 
Majefty, from the 6th January 1786 to 5th January 1791, both inclufive; 
diltinguifhing each Year. 


From 6th January 1786 to i;th January 1787 
From 6th January 1787 to 10th ] 

May 1787 

From 6th January 1787 to 5th 
January 1788 


£.4,671 j 2} 
10,803 o o 


£• d - 
14,030 O Q 


15,474 1 a| 


From 6th January 1788 to 5th January 1789 
From 6th January 1789 to 5th January 1790 
From 6th January 1790 to 5th January 1791 


16,498 o o 
16,141 o o 
17,270 o o 


N . B .—The Additional Duty on Paper, per 24 Geo. III. 

being confolidated from and after the 10th 
May 1787, no Return can be made thereof 
after the faid 10th May 1787 ; but a Fourth 
Part of the Confolidated Duty is returned in 
this Account as the proper Proportion. 


G. J. CHOL^IONDELEY. 


Excife Office, London, 
18th April 1791* 


JOHN RIX, 
Accompt. Gen, 




To the Honourable the Committee of the Houfe of Commons appointed to examine the Public Income and Expenditure. 
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F. FOWNES LUTTRELL. 




Appendix (D.) No. 3. 


To the Committee appointed to examine the Accounts of the Public Income 

and Expenditure. 


An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce of the Taxes paid into the Exchequer, 
under the Heads of Cuitoms, Excife, Stamps, and Incidents, from the ift 
•Day ot January 1791 to the 5th Day of January 1791, both inclufive. 


CUSTOMS — — 

EXCISE _ — 

STAMPS _ _ 

INCIDENTS. 

Confoliclated Letter Money, 17E7 

Do. Salt - 

Seizures, f net: 24th October 7 760 

IxMcr Money* 1760 - 

M, Deduction on Penfions, cCC. 

Houles and Windows, 1766 

Inhabited Honfes, 1779 

Hawkers and Pedlars, 1710 

Hackney Coaches and Chairs, ift Auguft 1711 

Do. — 17S4 

Male Servants, 1785 

Female Do. Do. 

Holies — Do 

Four Wheel Carriages, Do. 

Two Wheel Carriages, Do. 

Waggons - 

Carts - - 


£■ 


£■ '■ d - 
' 47 >$ 4 f ' ! 9 10 

I 90,916 o o 

j 26,197 O Q 


3.000 o Q 

S» 99 s 18 6 
269 16 1 

>o,oco o 0 - 
1,440 0'~*0 
1,400 0**75 
200 o o 
400 o o 
1,000 o o 

160 o o 
60 o o 
370 o o 
460 o o 
50 o o 

- u 

200,468 14 5 


Memorandum* 

The Surplus of the Confolidatcd Fund, for the 
Quarter ended qth January 1791, was nude 
up to the 3ill December 1790 inclufive. 


Exchequer, 

the 5th Day ot May 1791, 


ROBERT JENNINGS. 




An ACCOUNT of the Net Produce of the Duties, after deducting Drat,’backs of Cuitoms and Excne, ariii.ig upon Tobacco 




Carried over. 









Appendix •'!£.) No. i. Continued. 



The Exc’fe Duties bearing a Proportion to thofe of the Cuftoms as Nine Pence is to Six Pence per Pound, 
the InfpeCtor General has call the Duty of Excite in the Year 1789 accordingly. 

Inspector General’s Office, 

Cuftom lioufe, London, A pi il 19th'' \ ^9 1 . 
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Appendix (F.) No. 3. 

An ACCOUNT of all Sums of Money which have been applied as Part of the 
Ways and Means of the laft Five Years, arifing from Army Savings, from the 
Loans of 1789, from the Sale of French Frizes, or from Foreign Secret Service 
repaid. 

jft June 1786. There was voted towards the Supply for the 
Year 1786, of the Monies granted for the 
Hie of His Majcfty’s Land Forces, and 
other Services in the Year 1784, which £. s. </. 

remained in the Exchequer unapplied - 290,810 4 6^ 

ftoth Ditto* Voted towards the Supply of the laid Year 
1786, the Surplus of the Monies voted for 
the In and Out Penfioners of Chelfea Hof- 
pital, for the Year 1785 — 21,568 13 2 


8th May 1787. There was voted, towards the Supply for 
the Year 1787, of the Monies granted for 
the Uie of His Majcfty’s Land Forces in 
the Year 1785, which remained in the 

Exchequer unapplied - 

6th Mn'* 1788. There was voted towards the Supply for the 
J Year 1788, of the Monies granted for the 

Ufc of His Majcfty’s Land Forces, which 
• remained in the Exchequer unapplied - 

21 ft July 1789. There was voted, tow ards making good the 
Supply for the Year 1789, the balance re¬ 
maining in the Hands of the Pay mailer 
General of His Majefty’s Forces, after 
fatisfying the ju ! Handing £. s . d m 

demands of the Year 1788 398,769 1 3 

The Amount of the Monies 
contributed for Annuities 
with the benefit of Sur- 
vivorfliip, in puifuance of 
an Ac c l 29thGeorge 3d 1,002,140 o O 
Ditto, for Annuities to con¬ 
tinue for 18 Years and 
3 Quarters, from the 5th 
day of April 1789, pur- 
iuant to One other A6t 
29th George 3d — 187,000 O o 

Money paid into the Exche¬ 
quer, arifen by the Sale 
of French Prizes taken 
before the Declaration of 
the late War, in the 
Year 1756 - 3,000 o o 

*7th April 1790. Voted, towards making good the Supply 
granted for the Service of the Year 1790, 

* of the Money advanced for Foreign Secret 

Service, repaid into the Exchequer — 
Trcafury Chambers, 

4th o: May 1791. W. SPEER- 


3 I2 >37& 17 


180,000 o 


200,000 o 


1,590,909 


1 


34,000 19 




o 


o 


3 


o 


2,3 1 7,287 o o 



Appendix (H) No. i 


To the Honourable the Knights, Citizens, and Burgefies, in 
Parliament aflembled. 

An ACCOUNT of the Expences incurred for INTEREST 
on Exchequer Bills, in the Years 1786, 1787, 1788, 1789, 
and 1790. ’ 


Land Tax 1786. 

jr.t> 7 , 7 Sg — 5 

Malt Tax 1786. 
jf.33.678 18 5 

Supplies 178 f. 
jf.l45.438 8 — 

Land Tax 1787,, 

71,269 — 5 

Malt Tax 1787. 
Z'. 15,244 16 6 

Supplies 17^7. 

jf. 180,970 3 2 

Land T* x 1783. Malt Tax 1788. 

jf.76.c99 8 2 jf.28.550 12 — 

Confoiidr.tcd Fund 1788 - - - 

Supplies 17S8. 
jf. 186,209 — ?i 
- £ 5 . 3 " 10 8 

Land Tax 1789. 
jf. 60.69 7 8 3 

Malt Tax 1789. 
£-* 5 »S 57 *S 6 

Supplies 1789. 
£.175,991 7 6 

Land Tax 1790. 

£ 42,623 to j 

Malt Tax 1790. 
£.11,907 13 6 

Supplies 1790. 

{£.170,787 3 7 

< if paid off at the 
£ ufual Time. 


Total. 


2461906 


J. 

6 


267,484 — 


296,670 II 


262,246 II 


225,318 7 


d. 

10 


I, 


5! 


s 


10 


£. 1,298,625 17 5} 


Exchequer Bill Office, 
the 23d Day of February 1791. 


W-. Js COOKE, 

Accountant. 







Appendix (L) No, i. 


ABSTRACT of the ORDINARY EXPENCES of the ARMY 
for the laft Five Years, taken from the Difpofuion Papers. 



! 1786 

1787 

1788 

1789 

1790 


£■ 

£• 

£■ 

£■ 

/• 

£»* 

Guards and Garriibns — 
Plantations, cxclufive of Pro- 

O 

O 

1— 

V? 

648,687 

598,367 

638,562 

578,56* 

vifions — — 

234,160 

234,628 

317.865 

315,915 

3 I 7.549 

Jriih Regiments Abroad - 

9,099 

J 0,087 

8,758 

11,136 

8,245 

Staff, in Great Britain — 

6,409 

: 6,409 

6,427 

6,409 

6,409 

pull Pay to reduced Officers 

24 . 37 s 

23,110 

4.273 

11,894 

10,808 

IfalfPay, BritiHi — 

I 72,666 

1 72,776 

172,776 

172,787 

162,797, 

— Do. — American Forces 

J 3 -S 02 

59,999 

59,999 

59,999 

59.999 

— Do. — Scotch Brigade 

3.535 

3 » 4 22 

3 , 39 2 

3 . 39 z 

3 . 39 * 

Officers, &c. — — 

59,320 

59.253 

60,863 

63,043 

63,276 

Fait India — — 

8.230 

8,230 

11,292 

>i »+35 

> •»435 

Widows Pcnfions — 

11,409 

11,812 

9,978 

9-943 

9.991 

Chelfca In Penfioncrs — ? 
— Do. — Out Pcniioners J 

175,016 

•J 2 > 5 2 5 

• 73» 8 33 

•77,465 

180,930 

Reduced Horfe Guards — 
Two Troops of Horfe, and 

333 

223 

223 

212 

202 

Two Troops of Ilorfe Gre¬ 
nadier Guards — — 

i 


28,490 



Two Regiments of Life 
Guards — 

Compcnfation to reduced Of¬ 


— 

19,294 

3.768: 



ficers — * — 

— 

— 



— Do.— private Gentlemen 

— 

— 

28,000 



Armament, 17S7 — 

— 

— 

59,878 

36,093 

36.093 

Heffian Sukfidy —— 

— 

— 

36.093 

Recruiting and Contingencies 

— 

— 

— 

— 

04,500 

New South Wales — 

— 

— 

—• 


3.41« 

Total Ordinary — 

1,405,062 

1,411,1 6l 

1,601,839 

1,518,285 

1,517,607 

lixtrao. dinary — 

575,087 

420,311 

4^.004 

398.769 

356.45® 

£■ 

1,978,140 

1,831,472 

2,038,843 

•,97,051 

.1,874,065 


Note. This Account will not :«rie» with Appendi.: (I ; ) N .3. 

as the Shillings and Pence arc hc:c omitted, which nukes 
the exaid Diiierencc. 



a ' 

Appendix (T) No. i. 

An ESTIMATE of the future Annual Expence of the Army 
upon a permanent Peace Eftablifhment. 


Numbers. Charge. 


Guards and Garrifons — 17.013 —568,499 11 2~ 

Plantations &c. — — 131608 — 332.302 9 8 

Irifh Forces ferving Abroad 3,283 — 8,487 10 7 

Recruiting and Contingencies 

of the Land forces — — 64,500 — — 

Recruiting Companies of the 
India Kegiments — — 494 — 11,4 35 12 ic£ 

Staff in Great Britain — — 6,409 8 — 

Supernumerary Officers — — 15,298 16 11^ 

Offices &c. — — — 63,276 5 8 

Half-pay &c. — — — 228,661 10 10 

Chelfea Hofpital — — 174,167 4 

"Widows Penfions — — — 9,710 4 3 

Subfidy to the Landgrave of Hefic Calfel 36,093 15 — 


Total £. 1,518,842 9 4^ 


Memorandum. 

In order to comply with the A& pafled in 1783 
for the better Regulation of the Office of the Paymafter 
General, and the more regular Payment of the Army, it will 
be neceffary to vote the Sum of,£. 1,518,842. 9. 4^*, but 
it appears from the Examination and Settlement of the 
Regimental Accounts of feveral Years, that an Annual 
Saving has arifen of about £. 50,000, which, being applied ‘ 
in Aid of the above Sum, will reduce the Probable Annual 
Expence of the Army to^. 1,468,842. 9. 4^-, which may 
be expe&ed to continue nearly the fame, excepting the 
Charges for fupernumcrary Officers, and the Half-pay, 
which will of courfe be diminifhed by the Deaths of the 
Officers or their being provided for. 

War Office, 

3d May 1791. GEO. YONGE. . 

Appendix 



Appendix (?) No. 2 


ESTIMATE of the future Extraordinary Expences of 

the Army. 


PROVISIONS. 


Gibraltar 
Canada 
Nova Scotia 
Weft Indies 


Numf ' V rfoni 

?l .« rj. 


Charge 
per Annum. 


— 

1'9'T 

L 3* '/■’ 

—— 

3 ,8fO 


— 

*»954 


■ ■ — 

4-9*7 

4 -97 


i^ x 5?i 132,622 — — 

Dedu& Stoppages from the ifrcops — 32*622 — — 


Total for Provifions 


100,000 — — 


MISCELLANEOUS # CHARGES. 


Gibraltar 

Canada 


— Bills drawn by the Governor 

{ Expence of the Civil Elicb'ilh* 

ment —— - 

Extraordinaries in the fevcral 
Departments ■■ —■ 


20,000 — — 


45,000- 


Nova Scotia - Ditto — - — 

m# 1 T «• I Bills drawn by the Governors, andExtraor- 
wctt indies | dj nar i e6 ; n t he feveral Departments 

Indian Preftnti - — 

Various Incidental Payments at Home 


2,000 — — 


•65,000 — — 
10,000 — — 

50,000 — — 

13,000 — — 
40,000 — — 


Total 


£• 


280,000 — — 


War Office. 

)d May 1791. 


GEO. YONGE, 



V 

Append^ (U) No. i. 

An ESTIMATE of the future Annual Expence of the Office of Ordnance, 
upon a permanent Peace Eftablilhment; exclusive of fuch Sums as am 
contained in the Eftimate of the Board of Land and Sea Officers, for 
additional Works for the Security of His Majefty's Dock Yards, and of 
any other Fortifications or other new Works to be carried on in the Weft 
Indies, North America, or elfewhcrr.—Prepared purfuant to an Order of 
the Committee of the Hon Me the l J oufe of Commons, appointed to exi- 
s— mine into the Public Income and Expenditure, 18th April 1791. 


LAND SERVICE. 

EXTRAORDINARIES. 

Newfoundland ■ ■ — ■ ■■■ 

Nova Scotia " — — 

New Brunfwick ■■ ■■ ■ ■» 

Quebec — ■■■■■■ — 

Bahama Iflands — - « 

Bermuda — -— 

Jamaica 1 -- 

Weft Indies 
Gibraltar 
Jcrfcy 

Guernfey — 

Scotland - . — 

North-eaft Diftridt 
Landguard Fort 
Chatham - — 

Sheernefs 


£. t. d. 


Gravefend and Tilbury •— 

Powder Mills at Fcverfham — 

Ditto — Waltham Abbey — ——I 
Cinque Ports * — 

Woolwich —- 

North-weft Diflridt 
Portfmouth and Gofport 
Plymouth 


Shipping (relieving Artillery in Foreign! 
Garrifons) ■ ■ - — 

Contingencies of Artillery — - 

Laboratory -. — 

galpetre • —. —— — 

Supply of Stores for Foreign Garrifons —-I 


3,too • 
4,000 - 
4,000 - 
4,000 « 
1,000 • 
1,000 . 
3,000 « 
18,000 • 
30 000 
2,000 
2,000 
4,000 
2,000 
2,000 
6,000 
2,000 
3,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
5looo 
1,000 
6,000 
6,000 

2,500 

6,000 

2*000 

10,000 

9,000 

lO.OOg 


£' S . dm 

220,000 — — 


Extraordinaries — 155,000 

Ordinary and Extraordt £. 375»000 


N.B. 




N.M* The foregoing Articles are npt fuppofed to require; 
in every Year, the Sums fet oppofite to,them ; in fome Years 
more may be neceffary, in others lefs; .but, one Year with 
another, it is computed that the Sums fee down will be 
wanted for each Article, and that the Amount of the Eftimate 
will be fufficient to defray the Expence. 

The Difference between the preceding Eftimate, and that 
prefented in the Year 1786, arifes thus, viz. 

The Ordir.ary in 1786 was computed at £. 210,000. In 
the Ellimatc for 1791 it is £. 8r. id. which is an 

Increafe of £. 11,271. 8 s. 1 d. and is accounted for as 
follows 


By an Augmentation to the Eflablilhment of the Royal 
Regiment of Artillery, of One Bombadeer and Ten Gun¬ 
ners per Company, and Two Staff Serjeants to each of the 
Four marching Battalions, making 4^8 Men ; alfo the 
Difference of Pay between a Second and Firft Lieutenant, 
to put the Officers of the Cadet Company on the fame 
Footing as thofe of the other Companies, and an Addition of £, s, d. 

Zs. per Day to the Pay of the Surgeon General — — 8,863 8 4 


By the Pay rffifirft Gunners (till remaining on the War 
Eftablilhmenv ** ■ ■■■ -■ — — 


1,198 8 4 


By an Augmentation of One Captain, One Capt. Lieu¬ 
tenant, Two Firft Lieutenants, and one Second Lieutenant, 
to the Eflablilhment of the CorpU of Royal Engineers — 


£• 


535 6 8 
10,597 3 4 


The Remainder of the Difference arifes from the new Efta- 
b’ifhment of the Powder Mills at Waltham Abbey, and lome 
few lncreafes of Salary — — — —. 


674 4 9 


£• 


11.271 8 1 


But it is to be obferved, that the Regiment of Artillery is, in 
the Eftimate for 1791, fiill £.1,198. 8. 4, above its regular 
Eftabliihment; this Excefs will gradually decreafe, as the 
Firft Gunners, who are the caufe of it, die off, or are pro¬ 
vided for; after which the Ordinary, on a permanent Peace 
Eflablilhment, including the Increafe of the Regiment of 
Artillery, and Corps of Engineers, will not require more than 
about 2*220,000 per Annum, which is an Increafe of 
£.10,000 per Annum. 1 


With refpeft to the EAraordinarics, they were computed at £, 138,000; 
and from a carcfjl Revifion of them, and the Experience of Three Years, it 
is prefumed that Sum will be fuffioent for the Annual Current Expence of 

thofe 



rhofe Article* which are enumerated 'n the former Paper given in to the 
jHoufe of Commons, excepting in the Cafe of the Six Weft India Mauds, 
where the eonfiderable Works that*have been ere&ing will necefiarily 
.cccafion an Increafe of Expence for maintaining them : The Sums com* 
pa ted to be ncceflary when there were no other Fortifications than Batteries, 
or very flight Works, were £. 1.000 for each of the Six Hands t It is 
imagined it cannot be lefs than £. 3,000 for each Ifland, when the Works 
are finifhed, which will be an Increafe of £. 12,000. 

With refpeft to the Contingencies of the Regiment of Artillery, it Is allb 
found neceflary to make an Addition of £• 1,000 per Annum, 

There will alfo be an Increafe of£. 2,000 per Annum on Account of the 
Hands of Bahama and Bermuda, if the firft ftiould be thought proper to be 
continued, and the latter to have an Ordnance hiiabhlhment; and alfo 
£ 2,000 for the Powder Mills at Waltham Abbey j all of whuh are new 
Articles, not included in the Eftimate of 1786. 

Thefe Additions of £, 10,000 iu the Ordinary, and £. 17,000 in the 
Extraordinanes, increafe the permanent Peace Eftablifhment for the Laud 
Service from £. 348,000 to £. 375,000 per Annum. 

In refpeft to the Sea Service, the Allowance of 42 per Man per Month for 
the Number of Seamen voted, has been found by Expenen~e to be inade¬ 
quate to the Expenditure, and muft vary in Proportion to the Number of 
Seamen annually voted. 


G. CRAWFURD, 
Office of Ordnance, « 

20th April 1791. 


Clerk of the Ordnance, 



Appendix'(W) No. i. 

An ACCOUNT of the probable Amount of fuch Expences a$ 
may in future be Annually incurred under the Head of 
Mil'cellaneous Services. 


Expence of the Civil 
Eftablilhment of 


African Forts 
Scotch Roads 


f Nova Scotia — £6.376 
j Sr. John’s — 1,840 — • 

( New Brunfwick 4,400 — 

| Cape Breton — 2,100 — 

New South Wales 4,758 — 
Newfoundland — 1,182 — 

Bahamas - 

Dominica —— 

Bermuda - 


4,180 
600 
580 
13,000 
5,000 
13,900 
18,000 
35 000 


Extraordinary Expence of the Mint — 

For confining and maintaining Convi&s at Home 
For tranfporting, &c. Convids to Botany Bay 
For printing Journals, Copies of Bills, Votes, &c. 6,000 

Britilh Muleum 1 — -- 1,500 

For other fmall Charges, tb? Particulars of which 
cannot be forefeen — . - 10,000 


£ 128,416- 


N. B. This Sum exceeds the Average of occafional 
Articles of the fame Defcription in the Courfe 
of the Iaft 5 Years. 

Nothing is inferted as an Annual Charge for Somerfet Houle, 
as, by the Account which has been prelented to the Houfe in 
this Sefiion, it appears that the Sum of £32,000 will be 
wanted to complete thofe Works, of which the Sum of £25,000 
• has been already voted. 

The Amount of what may be to be paid for American Suf¬ 
ferers is alfo omitted, as that is Jtated in another Account. 

Treafury Chambers, 

May 6th 1791. 


GEORGE ROSE. 



Appendix (W) N° 2. 


To the Committee appointed to examine the Accounts of the 
Public Income and Expenditure. 


An ACCOUNT of the Amount of the Money remaining 
unpaid on American and Eaft Florida Claims, of the Prin¬ 
cipal, after Satisfying all Payments, on ioth O&ober 1790. 


The Money remaining unpaid on American and Eaft Flo¬ 
rida Claims, of the Principal, after fatisfying all Payments, on 
10th Ottober 1790, amounts to the Sum of One Million Five 
Hundred and Forty-fix Thoufand and Sixty-two Pounds Ten 
Shillings. ■> <. 


Memorandum: 

The Intereft on the above Sum is at the Rate of 
£. 3. 10 s. per Cent ; • but, as the Principal 
diminilhes every Half Year, the Amount of 
the Intereft cannot eaiily be afcertained. 


Exchequer, the 3d Pay 
of May 1791. 




ROBERT JENNINGS. 


Appendix 




Appendix (W) N° 3, 


An ACCOUNT of the prefent Amount of the Penfions and' 
Allowances to American Loyalifts. 


Amount of Penfions 
D° of Allowances 


Per Annum* * 

£• 

26,897— — 
* 7 * 3*4 - 


£. 54,211 — 


Memorandum: 

The above Sum of £. 54,2it, is fubjeft to 
Fees and Taxes amounting to £. 2,101.17.2, 
which makes the prefent Annual Charge 
£.56,312. 17. 2, but which, from the Na¬ 
ture of it, will gradqally decreafc. 


'Whitehall Treafury Chambers, 

9th May 1791* CHARLES LONG. 


Appendix 



Appendix‘^W) No. 4. 

To the Committee appointed to examine the Accounts oPtht. 
Public Income and Expenditure. 

An ACCOUNT of the Amount of the Payments, at the Rato 
of Two hundred and Fifty thoufand Pounds per Quarter, 
made to the Commiifioners appointed for the Reduction of 
National Debt, from 5th July 1786 to 5th January 1791. 


The Monies paid to the Commilfionw appointed for the Re¬ 
duction of the National Debt amount to the Sum of Four 

millions Seven-hundred and Fifty thoufand Pounds. 

% 

Memorandum: , 

The Sum of Two hundred and Fifty thoufand Pounds 
was ifTued to the Commiifioners above-mentioned, 
for the Quarter ended 5th April 1791. 

Exchequer, 

the 2d Day of May 1791. ROBERT JENNINGS. 


[R] 
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Appendix (W) No. 5. 

c 

An ACCOMPT of the Deficiency of the Grants for the Ser- 
vice of the Year 1790. 


« 


The Amount of the Grants for the Navy, 

Army, Ordnance, and other Services for £. s. d. 

the Year 1790. - 13,203,81614 4^ 

The Amount of the Ways and Means to¬ 
wards fatisfying the fame-12/96,088 11 3! 

Deficiency of theGrants toanfwer the Services 2.7,728 3 1 


Treafury Chambers, 

6th May 1791. W. SPEER. 
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